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63033 


———JDOnmCOmMNeNCTiOm@at.o.s55 Uma sll. 

MADAM CHAIR: Please be seated. 

BUD DICKSON, 

ROBERT STEWART, 

TERRY QUINNEY; Resumed. 

MADAM CHAIR: Mr. Cassidy. 

MR. CASSIDY: Thank you, Madam Chair. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. CASSIDY: 

Q. Mr. Dickson, I want to start with you 
by talking to you about the Straw Lake area and, in 
particular, you'll recall you filed some photographs, 
they're Exhibit 2137, and I'm particularly interested 
in the photograph where you showed -- these photographs 
were taken by Mr. Larry Adams; is that right? 

MR. DICKSON: A. To the best of my 
knowledge, yes. 

Q. And he's the owner of the Slippery 
Winds Lodge; right? 

Ae RLOnU. 

Q. And, as I understand it, these 
photographs were taken by him of that landing or access 
route built right down to Straw Lake? 

Ree cont. 

OVeNOW ee leWwasecuLLOUS: apOUL Chat. sO VL 
made some phone calls after you gave that evidence - 


and all of this stuff I'm prepared to develop in reply 
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evidence of course - but I want to talk to you and see 
if you're aware of some of this. 

I spoke to Mr. Bob Cox who is the forest 
supervisor on that area, and it's called the Manitou 
Forest Management Unit, and he's been the forest 
Supervisor on the area for 20 years with Boise Cascade, 
and I asked him about that landing, and he told me some 
facts and I want to see if you're aware of them. 

And, as I say, I can call Mr. Cox as a 
witness if I have to. And he told me, Mr. Adams bought 
that lodge in 1987 from a man named Mr. Hough? 

A. Hoffey. 

O.  Hobtey,., sAnG thal, inuract,« nat 
landing had been there for some seven years prior to 
that, in fact, he even sent me -- he faxed me - it's 
not a very good reproduction because it came through in 
the fax - but he faxed me an aerial photograph which 
showed that landing and the aerial photograph is dated 
May 5th, 1981, and that means that Mr. Adams bought 
that property in 1987 knowing, or I suggest ought to 
have known, that that landing was in fact there. 

Now, I take it you didn't tell us that in 
your evidence, probably because you weren't aware of 
tnat. Lack eis tlacmrraiie 


A. That's correct, at the time, yes. 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


ONS) 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63045 
cr ex (Cassidy) 


prove, verify or defend my loss due to 
another resource user's incompetence. 
They should prove beyond any doubt they 
made no such mistakes. 

The evidence is clearly carved in 
the wilderness, crossed over the rivers 
and filled in the creeks. 

I'm basically informing you I'm fed 
up. I will not attend, don't bother 
asking the case if you do not need me. 
I'm sorry for the time you spent, but 
honestly I would be a very hostile 
witness. 

These hearings are taking far too 
long. The mistakes are quite evident 
anyway. While you have our industry 
defending our case (ie Honest, sir, 
there really is a road to the lake, 
honest, the customers won't come back), 
the timber companies under the 
Supervision of the MNR are cutting to the 
water's edge, cutting to the rivers, 
accessing tourist operators lakes, Making 
river crossings with illegal construction 


methods, and filling in creekbeds as 
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recent as two weeks ago. 
Did I attend meetings you asked, 

for 10 years a tourist operator, as a 

member of the local services board, as 

a member of NOTOA, as a President of 

Armstrong Chamber of Commerce for the 

past, I have attended meetings. I've 

attended timber management plan open 

houses and special meetings all while 

optimistic this would bring about change, 

a better future. I have to force myself 

to keep an open mind, to know a balance 

of all users have to be concerned and 

competent that the tourist industry would 

receive the same consideration in 

return... , and she» goes on to say, 

Mehbishall Ye, 

MR. MARTEL: May I ask a question? 

MR. DICKSON: Yes, Sir. 

MR. MARTEL: We were in Armstrong in 
November, we asked parties to participate and show us 
these things. We weren't advised by anyone of the 
problems that we could have gone to see that day we 
were in Armstrong. We spent two days in Armstrong, in 


fact, doing nothing but flying around to see those type 
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of problems and when they're not presented, it makes it 
difficult for us as a Board. 

MR. DICKSON: And it makes it difficult 
for us in industry. This letter came, was filed and -- 


MR. MARTEL: Because we sat in Armstrong, 


we were there for two days. 


MR. DICKSON: Bue I mean, obviously 
there's something basically wrong, and it's not that 
every operator is painting the wrong picture. I mean, 
those roads just didn't come, they came as a result -- 
Mr. Martel, when you fly over there it's very obvious, 
you see that. I mean, I guess I should just be quiet 
and say yes and no to these things and -- 

MR. MARTEL: Mr. Dickson, I think what we 
were trying to do -- 

MR. DICKSON: Are you listening? 

MR. CASTRILLI: I'm listening to every 
word. 

MR. MARTEL: What we were trying to do, 
we had helicopters, we were going down to look at the 
sites. 

MRP LCKSON-eRI Ont.) Dla) you. -- 

MR. MARTEL: We heard one other party say 
that there was erosion on the river there. That was 


after we came back from Armstrong. They too knew that 
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we were in there and they didn't bother to tell us, or 
ask us to drop down and see the erosion, and we were 
there for a two full days with helicopters and all of 
the parties invited to attend and send witnesses. 

Maw DLCK SON: s) POSSi1 01 ys = 

DR. QUINNEY: May I comment, Mr. Martel? 

MR. MARTEL: Yes. 

DR. QUINNEY: With reference to your fall 
Site visits, that was a very difficult time for the 
Coalition with reference to, of course, assembling our 
case and submitting witness statements. 

The Coalition did have a representative, 
but part of the problem was it was my understanding 
that in order for the Coalition to have representatives 
there, that all the costs, all the costs to get people 
there and get people back were to be borne by the 
Coalition, that once they were in the location, for 
example, starting in Kapuskasing, they could take the 
site visits free, but we had to get them there and we 
had to get them back then from Thunder Bay at the end. 
So we tried -- we did try hard to get representatives. 

MADAM CHAIR: And a representative of 
NOTOA did travel with us-- 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes. 


MADAM CHAIR: --you will recall. 
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tell me how you feel about that possibility, because I 
think it's a very real one when you read your own 
document about the attitude to northerners. 

MR. DICKSON: A. The attitudes to 
northerners, you're correct, historically and I think 
there's - as I said yesterday - a movement in the 
direction to improve those relations. 

In the past we've had to react to the 
plan, and I think, unintentionally as it may be, I 
mentioned I think in my witness statement an area of 
concern or my evidence the other day that we're treated 
as an area of concern instead of something that is a 
positive contributor to the economy. 

And so it's -- the citizens committee, as 
I see it, would give me an opportunity as an operator 
to sell them on what we're all about; where in the past 
it waS more or less promoted by the MNR as a nuisance, 
and I mean, I feel strongly about that. 

And I think that in the words of a man 
the other day who was participating in the Quetico 
Park/Lac LaCroix, he said, 20 years ago, you know, he 
wanted motors in the park he was wrong, now he doesn't 
doesn't want motors in the park and so he's wrong 
again. 


And so attitudes have changed towards, I 
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suggest to you, tourism, and yes, there may be some 
problems but it's going to be our responsibility to 
sell what we're trying to sell to American people to 
Our own residents to say: Look it, we have to 
co-exist. You're suggesting that Atikokan is a 
sSingle-industry town. 

Ove7 3 ewasnetesuggestang == 

A. Well, you are, because you're saying 
that the primary employer is the woods industry, and it 
is, and that's one of our problems in the north. We're 
trying to diversify, et cetera. 

Ay Well, let's stick to the question. 

MR. STEWART: A. I'd like to comment an 
that. 

Ong Justeansecond?  pYoulw2llghavesyour 
chance. Let me come back to the question, Mr. Dickson. 
As I read this, 60 per cent of the people in that local 
citizens committee could very easily overrule the 
district manager and require that a full EA hearing - 
at least that is what this says - although I now 
understand that somehow the internal mechanisms of MNR 
are going to apply and you're going to have to fight 
that process. 

Did you seek independent legal advice 


when you agreed to that term and condition? 
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MR. O'LEARY: Well, hold on a sec now. 
First of all, Madam Chair, in fairness to the 
witnesses, the characterization of term and condition 
79 is not appropriate because it's got to be read in 
the context of Section 67 which says that the committee 
shall comprise of the number of groups, and it doesn't 
Say strictly those who might have particular interests 
in having access to lakes for fishing. It's got the 
forest industry on there, it's got Native groups, it's 
got local business, and it also has tourism industry 
which would be the antithesis of what Mr. Cassidy is 
suggesting right now. 

SOmr think s1tetvs an untair 
characterization. And, as I've indicated, that we are 
looking at the appropriate wording so that we feel that 
it would fit within the confines of the Environmental 
Assessment Act and it is inappropriate I believe to 
follow along this line of questioning until we've filed 
an amendment. 

MR. CASSIDY: I'm suggesting, Madam 
Chair, to this witness that whatever amendment is filed 
and whoever is on that committee, Mr. Dickson, you're 
going to be facing a battle where what you thought was 
a protection that was in the district land use 


guideline, what you thought was in the strategic land 
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use plan, what you thought the district manager was 
going to do, it's overruled by whoever is on that 
committee. 

Q. And I'm asking you; do you understand 
that that is a very real possibility no matter how the 
term and condition is worded if you give the local 
citizens committee the power to do that? 

MR DICKSON sy ALD (We bia oiwouldniit fout ut 
that way. I thought I put it quite clearly yesterday 
and again this morning. I think that that gives us 
great hope to solve some of our great internal 
problems. 

And, yeah, it may not be a win/win for 
everyone, but as I've told you all week, up until now 
we've been sacrificed in most instances because there's 
nobody out there that's recognizing me as a non-timber 
value that's really important. 

And I think that's what I'm reading 
between the lines now, you're suggesting that to me 
now, that it's not important, and I think that's sad, 
if I'm reading it that way. 

Q. Have you read the agreement that was 
reached among the parties with respect to Mr. Illing's 
negotiation session? 


A. No. 
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Q. Where all the parties, including my 


A. No. 
Ore wvYousdranwe? 
Aveme Noe Ladidunots~readuct:. 


OlneWell @forsvour.,edi fication, alli the 


parties agreed to the concept of an advisory committee, 


Mr. Dickson. 


A. I understand that. 
Ou. Nosone ise-—sl mataking issue =—— 
A. So what's the issue? 


Q. Hear me out. I'm taking issue with 


the concern that I see very much that the very thing 


that you see aS a panacea could cause you to be 


embroiled in an Environmental Assessment Board hearing 


every five years because the locals in your area decide 


they don't want your objective to be met. 


I'm just asking you if you've actually 


considered that. 


Now, if you want Mr. Stewart to help you 


out, go ahead. 


MRS LCKSON ss Are ger es:. 


MR. STEWART: A. The premise that you 


Came at this with was that when the district manager 


comes down with his objectives, I mean, this was the 
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problem with the way you looked at this because the 
local citizens committee has a member that sits on the 
planning team, they're involved from day one in the 
design principles and the building up of the process 
with the resource production possibilities, the intent 
is that things don't come down from the district 
manager who's also a member of the planning team. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. May I also add to that, 
Mr. Cassidy, two things. 

MR. MARTEL: Can I stop there, just right 
there, because you see, what this whole term does -- we 
have heard from Ms. Dube and she was a very credible 
witness and her concern, and her desire is the same as 
yours, Mr. Dickson, to eliminate, if at all possible - 
in fact I think some people have described it, if you 
have to appeal for a bump-up, it means the whole 
process has failed. 

And does this sort of term and 
condition -- I mean, you can take any one of them, and 
I don't want to use that extreme because I've heard it 
used too many times in respect of other legislation. 
But that sort of *bottomalinemvs the puilGoine——scould 
be perceived as the built-in guarantee for people 
waiting 'til the very end to put all the cards on the 


table, if they wanted, when you're trying so hard at 
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the front end and every one of them leads to a final 
decision that could be bump-up. That's a worry. 

MR. DICKSON: Yeah. 

MR. MARTEL: And I don't care which side, 
I mean, it bothers me. 

DR. QUINNEY: May I comment, Mr. Martel? 

MR. MARTEL: Yes, Sure. 

DR. QUINNEY: The Coalition certainly, 
part of the reason we're here and we've been here for 
four years is we don't want to see situations where 
every plan or every aspect of a plan is bumped up. The 
terms and conditions have been designed that, for 
example, bump-up is an absolute last resort. We agreed 
that it should be a last resort. I just mention that. 

Because term and condition 79 is being 
revised, I would just point out the intent again, the 
intent of that term and condition was that there be, as 
a last resort, some form of third-party arbitration 
that the PAC could take their concerns to. 

Tie GOeseneote-— thatethird—-party 
arbitration does not mean that the process is shut down 
Or anything like that, but what it does, it shows the 
PAC then that their commitment to this process is being 
really respected, that their opinions will be 


respected, and that's why they will stay in the 
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process, that they know they have some influence. 

MADAM CHAIR: Yes. I would just make the 
comment that it would take a lot -- the Board doesn't 
see bump-up - and you're going to work out your 
definitions ofjwhatsLttis* asnasthird-partvearbitration, 
I would just caution you about that - but just very 
quickly because I want Mr. Cassidy to finish his 
cross-examination. 

MR. CASSIDY: I have every intention of 
dorngetiat. 

MADAM CHAIR: The point that Mr. Cassidy 
is trying to get at that has been a concern to the 
Board throughout the four years of this hearing is that 
the Board does not want to see NOTOA, or any interest 
in timber management, being isolated within any sort of 
a discussion or an arena such as the local citizens 
committee. The Board just doesn't see how the 
isolation of any particular interest at the community 
level is going to help protect all the non-timber 
interests. 

And I guess our concern about a numerical 
Situation where the guy that's left out - and it might 
be NOTOA or it might be the Anglers & Hunters, or it 
might be the natives, or it might be the forest 


industry, I have no idea - but is that what we want, do 
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we want to go down the road where the tyranny of the 
majority will isolate someone's perfectly legitimate 
interest that should find a solution. 

And Mr. Martel and I are hearing you and 
you're saying, yes, you think that the situation will 
work, you think that a simple vote by a local citizens 
committee will give you the protection you need, and we 
have to listen to that, but our concern is we don't 
want to see anyone isolated within the local citizens 
committee, we want protection for non-timber interests. 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes. And may I add that 
part of thateprotection == I) think’ Mr.) Cassidy? was 
taking our term and condition 79 out of context with 
reference to Mr. Dickson's statement, because that term 
and condition with reference to the discussion should 
be placed alongside the Coalition's entire access terms 
and conditions. 

Thateagain,;wat atiday”® onel --Silfiatirday 
one, along with that forecasting of wood supply 
objectives, there is a forecast of what areas are going 
to remain road inaccessible - dah, dah, dah, dah, dah, 
dah - the people of this province and the local 
citizens committee, for example, see what the options 
right at day one, see what the options potentially are 


available to them. 
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There won't be the situation then where 
they wake up one morning and a decision has been 
reached that there were no alternatives. 

MR. MARTEL: It might not just be access, 
Mr. Quinney, it could be any issue. That's our 
concern, it could be any issue from any party and not 
just access. I mean, I don't think Mr. Cassidy's 
question meant to isolate access as the issue to 
trigger it. 

I'm just saying any issue could fall into 
that category, that we're not talking just access, 
we're talking everything that's out there. 

God help us, for four years we've talked 
about it, and it could be any one of them and the 
question is: How do we resolve it. And, I don't know, 
it's a very difficult situation. 

But to isolate, as my colleague says, one 
individual in the PAC, you know, I don't know, but 
that's the question that is being raised. I mean, 
that's just the example. Pick another one. 

MR. CASSIDY: Perhaps I might move on 
then. 

MADAM CHAIR: Go ahead, Mr. Cassidy. 

MR. CASSIDY: I don't mean to stop you, 


Mr. Martel, I just would like to try and meet my 
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schedule. 

MR. MARTEL: I promised I wouldn't say 
anything today. I'm not doing well. 

MRewCASSIDY: 720. Mr.e Stewart, 2s just 
want to get some understanding of your background, Mr. 
Stewart. You're not a forester, I think you told us 
that in answer to an interrogatory? 

MR. STEWART: A. Right. 

Q. Right. And I understand that you're 
not -- you told us at some point during the evidence 
that you're not an economist; right? 

Ame COrrect. 

Q. And, as I understand it, neither are 
you a political scientist? 

Ase Correct, 

Q. And, as I understand it, you're not a 
computer scientist? 

Ae COPLECE. 

Q. Okay. And, in fact, as I understand 
it - and tell me -- please correct me if I'm wrong - as 
I understand it, by reviewing your resume the last 
thing you did in Ontario was your thesis in 1973; is 
that right, the last project? 

AS Correce. 


Q. So, therefore, as I understand, you 
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have not had any professional experience in Ontario for 
19 years? 

A. Corrects 

©. SNow,, L want CO nOWwslLurngCOmyour 
experience, and I think it might help you and me if we 
looked at MNR's Interrogatory No. 2 to you. 

MR. MARTEL: What page is that? 

MR. CASSIDY: That is on I believe page 
30, the answer is on page 30, the question is on page 
29 Of sExnioa tee Zo" 

Q. Now, MNR asked you - I think in fact 
we asked you as well - but the full answer is in answer 
to MNR's interrogatory No. 2 about you being 
responsible for the production of some - what I'm going 
to call, the short-form timber management plans. 

And as I understand your answer there on 
page 30, you have been involved in one timber 
management plan, and that is the NorSask five-year 
operating plan? 

MR. STEWART: A. Correct. 

Q. And that plan, in fact, just started 
last year? 

Aa peCOULeECt. 

Q. All right. So would you agree with 


me that -— I othink=yoursaldsvourresoboUuseau 
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A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. Would you agree with me that your 
experience with actually being involved in an actual 
plan is relatively recent in your career and probably 
the last four or five years? 

A. Absolutely. 

Q. Right. And you are involved in those 
other projects which you indicate in your answer to 
question (b) but, as I understand it, they are underway 
now, they've not been completed and, as I understand 
it, the Mistik Plan -- when is that scheduled to be 
finished? 

Rowe Lo 06. 

Q. It's going to take four years to 
produce that plan or three years? 

A. Two. 

Q. Two years. Two years to produce that 
plan? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And that integrated resources 
management plan for the Province of Saskatchewan is 
scheduled to take a year; is that right? 

A. Correct. 

Q. And those are underway now? 


Dee COLE Oi, 
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Q. Now, is that last one, the one that 
you're -- you tossed around the figure $10,000 
yesterday. 

AY “Correct. 

Q. Is that the one that you're spending 
$10,000 on? 

A. No. I said that one component would 
cost'"$10, 000. S1t “swaws450 7000s contract. 

Q. Okay. What was that component? 

A. It was doing a habitat supply 
analysis by soil landscape region of which there are, I 
would suggest, 70 in the province, and doing the 
habitat supply analysis for four species for the whole 
province. 

Q. And you're doing that for $10,000? 

Ans Correct, 

Q. Now, you're suggesting -- are you 
suggesting that for $10,000 you can do that for 
Ontario? 

A" Ierdidnst Say thatwers: Said thats efor 
Saskatchewan. 

Q. That's what I'm asking, is that what 
you're suggesting? 

A. I'm suggesting that at that level, if 


there is a forest resource inventory for Ontario which 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63075 
cr ex (Cassidy) 


is comparable to Saskatchewan, which I believe there 
is, and that you can put some land classification down 
based on soils or some other biophysical type of unit, 
correct, you could do a crude classification across 
Ontario extremely cheaply. 

Q. I see. I have a friend who has a 
credit card limit — I don't, but I have a friend who 


has a credit card limit of $10,000 


A. You don't have a limit? 

Q. He has a credit card limit of $10,000 
and I, quite frankly, am having a little trouble 
believing that if he wanted to he could pay for the 
whole habitat supply analysis for the Province of 
Ontario on his credit card. I mean, I just have some 
Gtoriciulty swith thateconcent: 

A. Well, let's say that Ontario is three 
times as large as Saskatchewan and if there was three 
times the effort required in terms of computing power, 
let's make the number 30,000, will that give him some 
comfort? 

QO. Well, I don't know. You have to tell 
me Since -- you've not been involved -- 

Wasellsvou qivesme 330,000, 1°11 do it 
FODBONtCAT1O 7 DU Celtachat ways 


Q. Well, you might be careful about that 
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since you haven't worked here in 19 years. 

Let me talk to you about the Province of 
Ontario, Mr. Stewart. You calculated some figures and 
I think -- I don't know whether this has an exhibit 
number, Mr. O'Leary. 

MR. O'LEARY: Yes, it does. 

MR. CASSIDY: Can you tell me what that 
is? It's this one with the GIS, those two columns up 
there, Madam Chair. Do you remember that? 

MR. STEWART: Can I comment to your 
previous question yet? 

MR. CASSIDY: Q. You can say anything 
you want. 

MR. STEWART: A. Your comments about my 
personal experience, I'm not a forester, I'm not an 
economist, 1 My noOtwa poli tical=scientist,. |= menoted 
computer scientist, but I'm an employer of foresters, 
geographers, biologists, computer scientists, 
subcontracting social economists, I have done the 
evaluation of peoples' skills, I understand the general 
processes involved, and that is my role. 

Q. That's the comment? 

A. That's the comment. 

Q. Thank you. 


MADAM CHAIR: Mr. Cassidy, you're 
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referring to Exhibit 2145. 

MR. CASSIDY: Thank you very much. 

Q. Now, I looked at your basis for 
calculation of MNR costs there, and did you pick these 
three bases to do that calculation? 

Mao LEWAR cer eG OLrrTeCcu.. 

Q. Okay. You used the average annual 
area harvested to do your calculations which is 200,000 
hectares? 

ReeecOrcrect, 

Q. And this is MNR's cost to do what? 

A. To implement their terms and 
conditions, as I understand it. 

One Rn robts. 

A. Above and beyond -- its incremental 
cost for 20 years, per year. 

Q. One of those costs would be the 
implementation of GIS; right? 

A. I believe so, but I'm not certain on 
that. 

QO; Okay. “In any event —- 

Awe vCaWaShetmotaledsin thelr slist of —— 
is this an exhibit? 

Q. In any event, 200,000 hectares 


according to the evidence, and for its worth, it's 
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Exhibit 209, MNR's Panel 6. 

200,000 hectares is the average annual 
area harvested, you have got that right, but that's not 
the area of the undertaking, that's not the area of the 
productive forest and, in fact, it only represents .7 
per cent of the production forest which is 269,000 
kilometres. 

Now, I'm quite frankly having some 
difficulty understanding the relevance at all of the 
200,000-hectare figure when you do this calculation? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Perhaps I could just 
say, Mr. Cassidy, that the 200,000-hectare per annum 
harvest is MNR information, we simply used the 
information that was available from MNR. 

Q. Agreed, but why is it relevant? You 
picked these, Mr. Stewart, why is that relevant in 
doing your calculations? 

MR. STEWART: A. Well, I was simply 
looking for a comparative base. 

Q. Well, you only picked .7 per cent of 
the area of the productive forest. You only picked the 
anna laa 

A. That's irrelevant. That's 
irrelevant. JI don't understand your question. 


O-5n Thes fagurne?l yous mernpicking ws 
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irrelevant? 

A. Yes. 

MR. .O GEARY-s) °NO,) no. Mr. Cassiay, in 
fairness, perhaps you weren't here, but there was 
evidence on the methodology. The graph indicates cost 
per cubic metre harvested. Perhaps that might assist 
you in understanding why the bases at the bottom -- 

MR. STEWART: I was trying to come to 
some common base that I could do overview. 

MRE CASSIDY: @. “Okay. If Onerls going 
to cost out the cost of this undertaking, why would you 
only focus on the area harvested and why not focus on 
the area of productive forest or the area of the 
undertaking. Can you answer me that? 

MR. STEWART: A. Well, this is the 
annual average harvest over that area of the 
undertaking. 

ITomean;, 1£° 1 Look at” Red“ Lake, “which I 
will come back to again, and suggest there's 2,000 -- 
2,100, 2,100, some number like this of hectares being 
harvested out of 320,000 total hectares, I could have 
done the calculation on 300,000 hectares, the numbers 
would have ended up the same in relative terms, it 
wouldn't have made any difference to my analysis. 


I had to try to compare numbers that were 
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evolving out of two different orrginsvandatrystosDLing 
them to a common base, that's a common denominator, to 
the best of my ability, and that's what I did, and I 
believe that the analysis is -- although it is not 
something that's been subjected to an economist's 
scrutiny, it's a relatively decent comparison of what 
the costs would be. I'm not uncomfortable with it. 

Q. If you're going to implement GIS, 
you're going to have to do it over more than just the 
area harvested; correct, you're going to have to 
digitize the area -- 

A. Oh yeah, buty-~"okay.s) [i that sawhar 
you're asking me, this is based on the total area. The 
cost of the GIS here is not on the 200,000 hectares per 
se, what I did was estimate the costs of implementing 
GIS across an area the size of Red Lake, and I believe 
I told Board that in my analysis yesterday. 

What I did was look at the 30 township 
maps that comprise Red Lake area and came up with an 
estimate based on that total cost and then reduced it 
back down to the area harvested. So it was only a 
procedure that I used; it 4s mot onesthat [didn't 
account for the fact that there was 30 townships 
Supporting 2,000 hectares of harvest, that was 


included. 
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Q. The whole area of the undertaking of 
the productive forest is 269,000 kilometres. 

Poe LES. 

Q. To actually give a figure on the 
implementation of GIS, you would have to digitize that 
area of the undertaking -- sorry, that area of 
productive forest. 

A. Did you listen to me yesterday? Did 
you listen to me yesterday what I said? Did you listen 
to what I said about digitization and scanning. Were 
you aware of the nature of why I was attempting to 
relay to the Board and give them the benefit of my 
experience of the knowledge of those costs? 

Q. What is the cost of GIS over the area 
of the productive forest, not the area of the annual 
harvest. Do you know that figure? 

A. I could provide that to the Board by 
noon hour, if I could have a few minutes to calculate 
it out. I do have it somewhere in my notes because I 
did a calculation on the area of the undertaking and it 
is in the terms of some millions of dollars. 

OF GAlISright; Jthank= you. That's what I 
wanted to know. 

All right. You mentioned on Monday - and 


I wrote down this but, you know, feel free to correct 
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me —- about when you were viewing the Red Lake plan, 
and you just used phrase, it would be nice or it would 
be better if, or in some way to separate the plan from 
the voluminous documentation. 

Can you tell me what you meant there? MI 
mean, I'm just curious about that. 

A. The difficulty I had in the review 
was appreciating the kind of information that I 
suggested I was trying to get out of the plan, and I 
relayed to the Board what I was looking for, and there 
was one question I suggested -- there was actually 
about six things I state. 

One, the plan should clearly document the 
state of the forest based on past operations; two, 
explicitly demonstrate what the effects of the proposed 
future activities will have on the forest structure and 
associated timber and non-timber resources; and, third, 
the plan should be user friendly for members of the 
public to understand these items, All right. 

I then said that there was three 
questions I was asking: Are there sufficient timber 
resources to support the level of timber activity being 
proposed by the Ministry? What are the objectives of 
the Ministry - this is No. 2 - what are the objectives 


of the Ministry respecting non-timber values on the 
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land base and will there be the quantity and quality of 
forest structures required to maintain these resources? 
And, finally, what costs are being projected by the 
Ministry respecting their past and proposed timber 
management activities? And I was specifically looking 
for costs of delivered wood. 

OV Olay. Gel a PLOOkNnom rome sandelym not 
trying to magical or anything - I'm just curious what 
you meant by separating the plan from the 
documentation. I had this image that you just swamped 
with volumes and volumes of binders and it would have 
been nice to have a little more clarity as to what was 
the plan and what was the supplementary documentation. 
Is that what you meant? 

A. Could you repeat that, please, one 
more time? 

Q. I got the impression when you used 
that phrase about separating the plan from the 
documentation, I think us used those words, that I had 
this image of you swamped by binders, in fact, in fact 
I think the Board has actually had several binders put 
in front.of them at one time and it's pretty impressive 
to have about ten binders, but it's kind of, at the 
same time, difficult to understand what's the plan and 


what's the supplementary documentation to support the 
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plan. 

And is that what you were talking about, 
about some form of separation between them so you can 
figure out which was which part? 

Ae TU*Chink#l ewasebasicarlye@netrerrrng to, 
it would have been nice to have more or less a 
hierarchal presentation of information at different 
levels of detail that clearly laid out what the 
objectives were and what the information was related to 
Boat 

Q. And would one of the hierarchies, and 
probably the one at the very top, be an executive 
summary of the plan that set those objectives out ina 
clear fashion? 

A. I believe I stated that. A decent 
executive summary, not -- something that gave me the 
answers to these types of questions. 

Q. Okay. And you would want that away 
from all this bundle of documentation that you could 
then go to if you had some questions? 

A. If I was producing the plan I would 
probably myself suggest that we have a 30-page document 
that's accompanied with maps and clearly let people 
follow through with each of these specifics. 


Q. Okay. That's what I just wanted to 
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get clear in my mind, because I think that's a common 
agreement amongst some parties. 

Now, if I could move on now. I 
appreciate you haven't reviewed all the terms and 
conditions, you can't comment on that, so I'll move on. 

You were talking about an area - I don't 
want to go to these overheads —- but it's Exhibit 2135, 
you were talking about an area that was a hundred 
Square kilometres. 

Awe GORGECE. 

Q. My understanding is that's about six 
Miles sby six Melesseisstnat =— just tongo ibackuato 
non-metric for a minute, is that fair enough? 

AueeCOrrect. 

Q. And my understanding is that's 
equivalent to one -- in Ontario that would be 
equivalent to one township. I mean you might not be 
able to answer that. 

A. Yeah, it would be roughly equivalent, 
yes. 

Q. Okay. Mr. Quinney, I want to -- 

MR. CASSIDY: Madam Chair, what time do 
you plan on taking a break? 

MADAM CHAIR: Ten o'clock. 


MR. CASSIDY: Okay. 
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Q. Mr. Quinney, you talk about 
reconnaisance survey costs in answers to 
interrogatories and in your written evidence, and I 
think you gave a figure of about $5,000. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. I would have to refer 
to the interrogatory response. 

Q. Take a look at Interrogatory 3(a). 

A. From you? 

O°" Fromeus; the OPPAs = inat’'s Exh 
229% 

A. Yes. 

Oc. I*mMeSsorry, Lapel ogi zest 5s 31D), 
it's on page 46, Mr. Quinney, of Exhibit 2129. Now, I 
don't want to get into a lot of cost discussion because 
Ms. Swenarchuk I think adequately covered that 
yesterday. 

A. Excuse me. This is with reference to 
question 30 -- referring to question 30 from the 
witness statement? 

O7* That’ ser iqne. == vor you have that, eM. 
Quinney? Just for the Board's reference, that question 
30 is on page 22 of the witness statement which is 
Exhibity228e 

In your answer there on page 46 of 


Exhibit 2129, answer to Interrogatory No. 3(b) you 
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talked about some costs and you estimated that for a 
company harvesting 6,000 hectares of land, part-time 
technicalvyinpute-—. dos yousrsees that, Mr. #Quanney?* 71 
assumesthaties 

A. Yes. Mr. Stewart prepared this. 

Q. Oh, I'm sorry, okay. Well, whatever. 
You estimated, Mr. Stewart, that part-time technical 
input would suffice costing less than 5,000 to $6,000 a 
year or $1 a hectare. You're going to have to use 
helicopters to do some of these reconnaisance surveys 
Since this is all done before a road is put in; right? 

MR. STEWART: A. Can you give me a 
minute, please, so that I can refer you to an 
interrogatory that -- 

Q. Well, I was going to say, you take 
all the time you want, but I may not finish by the 
break. 

A. I mean, I do share our concern for 
time. Okay. MNR Interrogatory 7(b), page 33. MNR's. 

Q. Yes. 

A. We have indicated the types-- 

Oz) eRaght. 

A. --of activities that we believe that 
would be required. 


Q. Do you see helicopters being used in 
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that? Perhaps I can help. 

On page 33, Field Sampling, Roman numeral 
(i21,) sunder -that- 

"Collect samples of unusual or 

unidentified botanical specimens. Note 

location of nesting sites...", in item 
(iv), et cetera. 

Now, if there's no road in there, is a 
helicopter going to have to be used on occasion to do 
that? 

A. The estimate that I provided there 
was for professional time. 

Q. It doesn't include helicopter time? 

A. It does not include helicopter time, 
although my belief is that that would not be a common 
requirement of the survey. 

© seit toc. 

A. We don't believe that would be a 
common requirement, the use of helicopters. 

Q. Do you think it would be rare to have 
to use a helicopter to get into an area that has no 
roads to do items (ii), (iii) and (iv) under Field 
Sampling? 

A. That's correct. There's wilderness 


and there's wilderness, you know. The values maps are 
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created from a lot of base knowledge that people have 
about areas, and we're not suggesting that the costs be 
excessively laid on to collect this kind of 
information, it's a reconnaisance level kind of 
information. 

We've got photographs, aerial photographs 
of the area, recent that you can use to look at those 
areas that there's a probability that there may be some 
of these types of sites and it's tied to forest 
SCHUCCUrEG: 

So because you're going into an area and 
building a road, doesn't mean that you're going to have 
an eagle's mext along the way if fet don't have the 
correct biological features that would have the 
probability of an eagle nesting there. 

It's not a stab in the dark exercise that 
we're suggesting, we're not looking for a needle ina 
haystack, per se, we're uSing our best skills through 
the interpretation of aerial photographs, through 
knowledge, past experience to determine what the 
probability of the event of those types of values may 
be there, and if it warrants it, in exceptional 
circumstances, yes, I agree, that an aircraft or a 
helicopter may be required. We frequently use 


helicopters when we can get away with aircraft. 
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Q. A helicopter, I'm told, costs about 
$600 an hour. Now, I guess you now say it's 
exceptional that you have to do that type of field 
sampling, but that would be an increased cost when 
those exceptions were warranted, since that was only 
professional time you estimated; right? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. $600 an hour over an eight-hour day 
is about $5,000. So just one day, if that was an 
exception, would double that cost; is that right? 

A. I think that where you're heading 
here is not an area that I can share. 

Q. I'm not heading any place. 

A. That a lot of these surveys are done 
prior to the allocation of cutting blocks, not just by 
personnel that may be working for MNR, but personnel 
that are working for the companies. 

Q. Fair enough. 

A. You know, you have do your cut blocks 
layout f you do -yourticruising, sand®alilethatrstusbinis 
done necessarily without helicopters. 

Q. Nobody's questioning when it's being 
done, I'm just trying to get a handle on the cost, Mr. 
Stewart, and now I find out it doesn't include 


helicopter time and just one day, I mean, equals the 
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professional time even in exceptional circumstances. 

I'm just trying to get my handle on the 
amount of costs here and the estimates to understand 
whether or not they're accurate, that's all, and I'm 
having difficulty since you didn't include a 
helicopter, even in exceptional circumstances. Perhaps 
I can move on. 

MADAM CHAIR: Just one question of 
clarification .A. lsvitmyourepositwon,i MronsStewart,. that 
MNR would not have to devote their resources to have 
someone walk over a preharvest site, that it would be 
satisfactory to obtain information from existing 
records? 

MR. STEWART: I'm suggesting, Madam 
Chair, that existing records and existing information 
provide the great vast of foundation base around which 
we make decisions. 

There are people crawling over the forest 
from companies, from government over periods of years 
information is collected and we're not taking advantage 
enough of the information that is being missed while 
people are in those situations. We have to use our 
resources more wisely, work smarter and I'm saying we 
can save substantial dollars if that becomes the 


objective of how we're trying to work out there. 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 63092 
cr ex (Cassidy) 


MADAM CHAIR: Thank you. 

MR. CASSIDY: Q. Perhaps then your term 
and condition 203, I would suggest to you, might have 
to be reworded - it may not, but you can tell me - but 
it talks about a reconnaisance level on-site survey by 
a qualified biologist. 

I'm getting the impression from your 
evidence now that he may not have to go on the site. 
Would you agree with me that if I'm right on that your 
term and condition is going to have to be amended to 
take out the words on-site, or add the words, where 
warranted? 203, Mr. Martel. 

DR. QUINNEY ofA, Oe ethinkiavnal Mr: 
Stewart was saying before, I don't believe he said that 
these on-site surveys should not occur. I think what 
he said though is that there will be‘a lot of 
information available to assist and complete some of 
the requirements in our terms and conditions without 
actually being on site, but he never said that that 
on-site shouldn't occur. 

QO. VALIeright.faitnderm term and condition 
203 is a biologist required to get in a fixed-wing 
aircraft or a helicopter and go out and do an on-site 
SUTVEY; Les igo on tos Chel areasorms Nescormidcorain 


every circumstance, Mr. Stewart? 
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A. Take your time. 

Q. Take your time, yes, as Mr. Quinney 
says. I'm not going to finish by the break. 

Dovyoumwant’ to; -Seifnyou want oto look at 
this over the break, we can. I think the Board -- 

MR. STEWART: A. I think we can answer 
the question for you shortly. 

Os meOnsdc tyoucs1 iGo fahead : 

A. An on-site survey is what is being 
asked for. The knowledge that I have of road 
construction at these levels in any one year are that, 
in most cases, it is unlikely that you would require, 
if you were doing ground surveys, the services of a 
helicopter because the amount of road that is built 
beyond the point of an existing road at any one time is 
relatively short distances, and if a person can't walk 
from what was done last year to what's being done next 
year - because we're proposing this as part of the 
annual work schedule not the five-year operation - it 
could occur in the five-year planning, we would prefer 
that, but we've clearly stating I think in the 
interrogatories, and I could find that one, that the 
expectation is that it be done prior to the issuance of 
the annual work schedule. 


MR= CASSIDY: =. O0kay. Madam Chair, I'm 
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about to go into another area with Mr. Stewart that may 
take some time. Perhaps I could -- unfortunately, I 
just cannot finish before the break, but I will be 
about half an hour after the break. 

If I could suggest we break now and come 
back in 20 minutes, I could probably finish by a 
quarter to Tl at «the lastest. 

MADAM CHAIR: That's what we will do, Mr. 
Cassidy. 

MS. SEABORN: Madam Chair, I had 
estimated an hour yesterday. I think based on one area 
Mr. Cassidy has gone into, I will probably only be 10 
minutes or so. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you, Ms. Seaborn. 

Mr. Freidin, your estimate? 

MR. FREIDIN: We will be finished 
mid-afternoon. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you. 

MR. FREIDIN: “I don*t=think we will —— 
we'll be finished by four. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you very much. 
==[RECCS Gece. Somcia ills 
=-—-On resuming atl 20: ease 

MADAM CHAIR: Please be seated. Mr. 


Cassidy. 
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MRO CASG LD Vig mem oe oLeWart, © just 
want to come back briefly, before we move into the next 
area, reconnaisance survey cost, just briefly. 

Your answer to the Interrogatory 3(a) 
talked about cost for harvesting, for a company 
harvesting 6,000 hectares a year. The total figure of 
course would be 200,000 hectares a year across the area 
of the undertaking, so it would be reflective of that, 
bucwl me talking) =— aseieunderstands1t, you did’ not give 
an estimate for the construction of primary, secondary 
or tertiary roads where required for those surveys in 
term and condition 203, that you didn't provide that 
estimate in your answer to the undertaking; is that 
right, for the costs of the surveys when you do those 
road construction? 

MR. STEWART: A. Term and condition 203 
referred to access. 

On eNO ,aSGir yet coesn. t. 

A. Minimum information requirements. 

Q. It refers to harvest of forest stand 
or to construct a harvest road. So, with respect, your 
term and condition talks to both harvesting and access. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Your interrogatory response, however, 


only gives harvesting estimates. 
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A. So you're suggesting that my response 
was only dealing with access and not the costs that 
would be associated with the land base that would be 
harvested; is that correct? 

QO. “No, 7no.s) Term? and conda tion 203 walks 
about costs and survey design, as I understand, being 
required before there's a harvest or before there's a 
construction of timber management roads. 

A. Right. 

Q. Your answer to your undertaking seems 
to only talk about the cost estimates for the surveys 
for the harvest. All I'm trying to clarify is that the 
answer to the interrogatory does not discuss those 
reconnaisance surveys for access roads. 

It's °on) page 46)" Exhibite2129. 

Ax. D1) just be onel second: §isshould 
have brought my calculator with me. 

Q. You can quote whatever figure you 
want. I just wanted to make it clear that that's not 
in there. If you want to give me an answer, great, I'm 
not asking for it, I'm not asking for an undertaking, 
do whatever you want, but the question I thought would 
just be a simple yes or no. 

A. The answer is a qualified yes from 


me, and I qualify that in the extent that -- let me 
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explain, that the interrogatory response I gave for the 
reconnaisance requirements, the preparation of 
information related to that through the analysis of the 
air photos, et cetera, that lead up to the probability 
for a need for the level of on-site determination -- I 
mean, these on-site visits are not intended to be some 
extensive, expensive exercise. 

There are areas within there, based on 
forest structure, that would have a probability of 
potential impacts, and once we have the areas 
identified we are simply suggesting that a qualified 
person go out on site, they've got their by binoculars, 
they've got their, you know, compass and basic field 
equipment and they do a brief overview of the area to 
determine whether or not there are features, as we 
Suggest in minimum information requirements terms and 
conditions 203, in that area of undertaking. 

OVOVATL Se rightuwet- wants cor moveroneto 
Exhibit 2140, and that's that collection of steps. I 
once heard steps described as a non-mechanical means of 
access to grade. We'll call them steps. 

A. I was hoping we wouldn't use the word 
step again as long as I was here. 

Q. Well, I'm sorry, you used the word so 


I have to, and I want to get a handle on some time 
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frames here. 

And I'm looking at the third page of 
Exhibit 2140. Now, you've got 16 steps listed as 
part -- as the planning sequence for production of a 
timber management plan which is 10 more than the 
Ministry -- sorry, Six more than the Ministry, but 
whatever, I want to talk about time frame. 

I want to know your best estimate - I 
think Mr. Quinney talked about this - but since you 
gave evidence about these steps, I want your best 
estimate as to the time these would take. 

Now, let's -- and I hope we can do this 
fairly quickly, but you take the time you need. You 
tell me your best estimate, Mr. Stewart, based on your 
experience with one timber management plan under your 
belt how long Step 1 would take to do in the normal 
course. And I understand you haven't practised in 
Ontario for 19 years, but give me your best guess? 

A. Well, can I refer you to Exhibit 
2062A, please. 

Q. Mm-hmm. 

MR. MARTEL: Which one? 

MR. STEWART: 2062A, page 1. I can put 
it on the overhead, if that would help. 


MR. CASSIDY -9O (eaGosaheal me LelasOliy, 
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wait. Hang on. 

MR. MARTEL: We are in this paper war. 

MR. STEWART: Put it up on the overhead. 

MADAM CHAIR: Yes, that would be faster, 
Mr. Stewart. 

MR. STEWART: Well, we assume it would be 
baAStere 1. ele finde Lt. 

MR. MARTEL: If you can find the 
overhead. 

MADAM CHAIR: Oh, here it is. We've got 
aeCcODYy. 

MR. MARTEL: Okay, here we are. Oh, 
we're in business. 

MR. CASSIDY: As they say, you're cooking 
with gas. 

MR. STEWART: And if you will notice that 
we have prepared an analogous sequence of events to the 
MNR Figure 1 proposal, schedule of timber management 
plan production, review and approval. I had great 
difficulty presenting this, I didn't do a very good job 
on Tuesday and I apologize for that and I'm going to 
try one more time to -- 

MREACAGD LOY: 9 O.7 ladiiiesorry, 1 mM. Just 
trying to get to a time frame. “I don't think we need 


to hear again all that evidence. Mr. Martel is shaking 
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his head no. 

All I want to know is your best estimate 
as to the time it would take to complete Step 1 on page 
3h0f Exhibiitw21407, Mand) lsirealize lthatie cam ted eyou 
how to answer the question, but if you can give it to 
me in months or days or years it would be appreciated. 

I'm just trying to get a handle on the 
time, not in comparison to MNR's, but your own 
stand-alone steps. Can you help me? 

MR. STEWART: A. I would not want to 
guess step by step. I can give you my estimate on my 
experience what I think the completion of initial plan 
will take and subsequent plans in time frames. 

My personal view is that it would take 
approximately 18 to 24 months to produce the first, 
what I would call, integrated plan according to the 
textwas pute forthebys thes Coalition. Wilealsomnave 
estimated that the completion of subsequent plans every 
five years, each of those would likely take in the 
neighbourhood of a year to complete. 

O. Wi wettake 18° to 24 months for alle 16 
steps it roughly calculates out, as I understand it, to 
about two months per step. Quite frankly, I'm having a 
little) biteofe difficultyepelreving.—— 


Ai. Well ,@that's not aviainr analysis. ¥el 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 63101 


cr ex (Cassidy) 


mean, some of these -- 

Q. Help me then. I want to get an 
example of each one. How long for teach step. How 
long would this take? 

My clients are facing the prospect of 
having to plan five years for a five-year plan, so I'm 
trying to get a grasp from you as to maybe I'm wrong on 
five years, maybe I'm wrong on three, but tell me, 
month-by-month please, if you can. 

A. I can't, in the short time frame, go 
through step by step and give you that breakdown. I 
can suggest that the estimate that the Ministry has put 
forth for doing their plan, the Coalition suggests the 
same time frame generally and there is some -- like the 
assembly of background information, that's no different 
between what the Ministry is planning and what we're 
suggesting, it's the same information that's being 
gathered primarily, so... 

Ovashlb Lidnts Okay, pic. you can't help 
me. Maybe I can talk to you about the problem we have 
with this, because I hear about the annual work 
schedule, Mr. Quinney tells me it's going to take a 
year. Now, there's evidence in this hearing that under 
the present system the FMA annual work schedules are 


required now at the end of November for April lst 
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implementation, and that's four months. Now, I see 
under your proposals that the annual work schedule is 
going to be extended by eight months, so I'm having 
some difficulty -- if that's the scenario in the annual 
work schedule situation, Mr. Quinney was quite frank 
saying he just doesn't 3 how it can be done in less 
than a year there, that's eight months departure from 
MNR's annual work schedule situation. 

I want to really see if I can find out 
what it is in the five-year plan because, quite 
frankly, if that's the problem with the annual work 
schedule, I'm having some difficulty accepting that 
it's identical to MNR's five-year plan. 

AS Well =— 

Q. Do you see where I'm coming from? 

A. I do, and I sympathize with that. 

OF *SButF you re noc ablestorg: vee ttacomme 
on a step by step basis? 

A. No, I hope I can relieve some 
concerns there because once the five -- or the 
essentially 20-year plan is completed with the detailed 
five-year analysis, we are suggesting that we will know 
where we're going over the next five years, and that 
pare -= 


Q. I'm sorry, I missed that. You Say, 
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with the current thing in Saskatchewan you will have a 
better grasp -- 

A. No, I'm saying with the terms and 
conditions as being proposed by the Coalition that you 
will have in front of you, once a plan is completed, a 
relatively detailed understanding of what is going to 
happen over the next five years in terms of the spacial 
components, the spacial and temporal factors will have 
been laid out. 

Now, the problem that seems to be arising 
in the annual work schedule are those events related to 
that reconnaissance survey, which currently is not 
required as part of the approval process, if you follow 
me there, and I believe that that does buyvidantol the 
current framework of thinking some delays. 

But once the industry understands where 
they're going to be harvesting into the future, some of 
these, or many of these activities related to the 
annual work schedule reconnaisance surveys can be done 
well ahead of time, you. know, you could do it a year 
ahead of time and get the approval process down to a 
day, if that's what it takes. That's really up to the 
industry and MNR to determine when they want to do 
those activities. 


Q. I'll make one last stab at it and 
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then I'll move on. For example, how long would it, in 
your view, reasonably take to do Step 7, time frame, on 
page 3 with public involvement? 

A. Well, I responded to the question 
earlier and -- 

Q. You are not able to give me -- 

A. I'm not able to compartmentalize 
that. I don't view that to be a large step. Step 7 is 
prior to public involvement. 

Q. So what, two months, three months, 
four months? 

A. If I respond to that I would be 
guessing and I don't wish to do that. But that is the 
general -- the lower end of that time frame, I suggest 
is what's required. And these overlap each other, I 
mean, there's several going on at once. 

©. Hethink Mit "syfarrMtovsayev ise temo, 
that you have to guess now, you have not actually run 
through a time frame on each one of those steps for 
today;mismthar magne? 

A. I have not done that for today. I 
have suggested that the initial plan would be done in 
18 months with all of those steps completed. 

Opp Wt gale) oye 


A. Once you've done this once, it's 
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relatively straightforward from then on. I think 
that's what has to be understood in the process, once 
you have gone through the initial process you will have 
streamlined the remainder of all of the subsequent 
plans that follow into a very compressed time frame 
because you will have cleaned out a lot -- all of the 
alternatives that you're looking at, you will have gone 
through a large part of the exercise in the first plan 
to look at the resource production possibilities, and 
my solid belief is that they're not going to change 
dramatically in five-year increments. 

Dasebesugqgest CO you, sir, you're 
guessing. 

A. I'm not guessing there, not at all. 

Q. Now, I want to turn you to some 
exhibits. I asked your counsel to provide you with and 
those are -- I think the Board was given this list as 
well. They are the Fort Frances District Land Use 
Guidelines. 

A. Yes. 

Dieta tes 8 xi Dice — 

A. 49, 47 and 48. 

Os 457 e6.Do syou, -navesthe Fort .Frances 
District Land Use Guidelines? 


Ae Lesiy el edO. 
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Q. I believe that's Exhibit 47. Fort 
Frances District Land Use Planning, Exhibit 48, the 
Background Information for Fort Frances District Land 
Use Plan, and you talk a lot about - and we might want 
to have Exhibit 2062 up with this as well - you talk a 
lot about, sin Exhibive7 625 —— sie lescomn Veeco mete) tlk 
it's coloured. 

MR. O'LEARY: They're both the same with 
the exception of the one has the box numbers on it. 

MR. CASSIDY: 2062A I guess is the right 
designation. 

QO. J TES youmlockwatepagemZaontthac 
exhibit, Mr. Stewart, you talked a lot in your evidence 
about resource production possibilities? 

MR. STEWART: A. Correct. 

Q. Benefits and costs, and you see that 
as part of the planning process. And it talks about 
various options, and you've listed a couple there, 
wood, moose, tourism and marten. I guess there's four. 
There could very well be a whole host of other resource 
production possibilities on a particular unit; couldn't 
there? 

A. Absolutely. 

O.* Pin glack, singrealiny cod a st could 


be extended well off the page and onto another page of 
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whole resource production possibilities? 

A. But there's not very many feasible 
ones. 

OcaethnisPone wasic—eat this pointy, this 
table however is just -- you used these as examples of 
typical feasible ones; right? 

A. Just examples of units to try to 
demonstrate how the process would work. 

Q. Fine. But there may, in fact, be 
several more feasible ones on a particular unit, or are 
you telling me that those are the only four that would 
normally be feasible? 

A. sNO,;ano.7,No, no. There’s unlimited 
range of these things-- 

Osment ght. 

AG S#ecthat ‘ones could: look»at. 

On Andean ne lactzetiwesliipecor thepgFort 
Frances District Land Use Plan, Exhibit 48-- 

A. Yes. 

O.ee--if you gosto. the very last, page 
7 0LOfethacadeocumenth=— 

A. I may suggest, and I would like the 
Board to understand that I received these last night 
and have gone through them, had a brief look at them, 


SOR rere 
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QO. *That isafair enough alba Guss why 
wanted to give them to you last night. 

A. I mean, I believe I do understand the 
basic tenet of these plans. 

Q. I think what you're telling me is you 
had not had a chance to review this document before 
last night? 

A. »Connect. 

Q. So in the preparation of your 
evidence and in the preparation of Exhibit 2062A you, 
in fact, were not aware of the existence of this 
document? 

A. I had looked at a Wawa Plan, District 
Land Use Plan, something similar. I had gone through, 
you know, spent an hour looking at it and getting some 
understanding of the SLUGs and SLUPsS or whatever 
they're called. 

Q. Whatever they're called, eh. 

A. Well, DLUGs. 

Q. Whatever they call it, is a detailed 
planning land use planning exercise which was 
accomplished in this province, as Ms. Swenarchuk said, 
Wlth a Lot vot goubliceanpiin. 

A. Mm-hmm. 


O. . And I’m, looking at that Tables 5s owhuch 
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has a lot of different options and - I use the word 
option because that's what the table says - per cent of 
targets achievable by option. It also contains a 
possible percentage target achievement by option. 

And I'm suggesting to you, Mr. Stewart, 
that the very exercise that you want to see done in the 
timber management planning exercise -- pardon me, 
Exhibit 2062A has already been done in these district 
land use plans and that you were simply reinventing the 
wheel in another process? 

Ape ecale le relemiyouctOovExhnibit 2750 that 
was given yesterday as an example. 

Q. Go ahead. 

A. Will you turn to page 2 I believe of 
that document, which is the table listing the wildlife 
management units and the moose populations and targets, 
and the per cent increases to required to meet those 
targets. 

Will you go to wildlife unit 11, please. 
That is Fort Frances I believe, if I'm correct, and I 
would like some -- that is Fort Frances, wildlife 
management unit 11. Well there's 11A on a map and 11B. 
I believe -- 

Q. What's your best guess. 


MR. O'LEARY: Well, Madam Chair -- 
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MR. DICKSON: Fort Frances is a good 
guess. 

MR. STEWART: Well, it is important. 

MR. O'LEARY: The gratuitous comments 
from Mr. Cassidy, I've said nothing up to this point, 
but he's been stating what is presumably considered 
evidence by some, but just for the benefit of those 
that have appeared in these sort of hearings before, 
what Mr. Cassidy states is not evidence, they are 
gratuitous comments and, with respect, Madam Chair, I 
would ask that he be instructed to cease and desist 
respect of these gratuitous comments. 

MR. STEWART: I wouldn't mind finishing, 
counsel. 

MR. CASSIDY: Go ahead. 

MR. STEWART: Can I go ahead. The target 
population is 2 993 for moose. Now, I went through the 
Fort Frances plan this morning about 5:30 and I just 
looked at moose and I appeared to see in there that 
there was some suggestion that they had achieved a 
hundred per cent of their target. 

There is another target here that 
requires a 134 per cent increase in the population over 
the next 10 years which, I suggest, is one of the worst 


of the wildlife management units. 
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MR. CASSIDY: Q. You have a complaint 
then with the targets in the Fort Frances District Land 
Use Plan? 

MR. STEWART: A. I'm just confused. 

O; © Welljale cansunderstand that .«) But 
what I'm suggesting is it appears what you've just told 
me is that you're having -- your complaint is that the 
Fort Frances District Land Use Plan is maybe out of 
date, wrong, based on wrong data. 

A. No, what I'm saying is the Fort 
Frances plan, the target that exists in there - and I 
don't know if it's the same one that MNR Wildlife 
Branch has - but I am suggesting there is no 
relationship in that plan between the forest structure 
and the habitat that moose depend on and what the 
targets are, and I don't know whether the targets are 
realistic or unrealistic but they have suggested 
they've attained a hundred per cent of it, and from the 
scrutiny that I have given it I don't know. My valued 
Spingongis, a0 seditticulr tossort thisp,oute 

Q. Were you aware of the level of public 
input that went into these district land use plans? 

A. Obviously not. They are big 
documents, but I don't know how many meetings were 


held. 
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Oo. ein tacts. Mie MON 2Olm—ma NOs tedO ae 
mean to take the Board back to what is almost ancient 
RIsconve in Panel 3 -- Volume 3 of the Eranscript, Mr. 
Monzon gave a lot of evidence about the level of public 
input, so I'm not giving evidence, I'm simply 
indicating what was said on the record. And a lot of 
public input was had into those plans; wasn't it, Mr. 
Dickson? 

MR. DICKSON: A. Yes, there was. 

Q. And if they're wrong, or if they're 
out of date they can be updated; can't they, Mr. 
Dickson, if a process existed? 

A. You tell me. As far as I know they 
can, but are they being updated, have they been 
updated. I don't see much evidence of that where I 
come from. They may have been updated without our 
knowledge. The MNR, it's a big project. 

Q. It's big project. And I suggest that 
there are terms and conditions from a variety of 
parties that say that project should be done. I think 
even the Anglers & Hunters have it in your terms and 
conditions; right, Mr. Quinney? 

DR. QUINNEY: 7A. 2Yes;,) DULeLDeCEpOln. 
here, Mr. Cassidy, is that while there was public input 


to those targets, there's absolutely no relationship to 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 
Cuex, (Cassidy) 


those targets either at the regional level or the 


district level with specific land base that provides 


the habitat to produce that number of animals, and that 


is precisely the reason why it's necessary to have 
these targets in the timber management plans, that is 
precisely the reason it's necessary to start from the 
bottom up in order to arrive at feasible targets. 

MR. STEWART: A. There's a perfect 
example in here. I went through and I spent about 10 
Minutes doing this this morning, looking at Exhibit 47 
because I was asked to look at this these exhibits, so 
I did, land use plan, and I looked at the plans that 
were being presented and -- does the Board want to go 
Ghroughsthisy or can l*just*expound*on my =-= 

MR. MARTEL: Well, I thought the 
question, quite frankly, was not the moose targets or 
any other targets, which we now seem to have departed 
and gone down that path, but the overall information 
with respect to percentage targets that are possible 
under any land use plan as opposed to what was 
suggested on page 2. 

And I think Mr. Cassidy asked you a 
rather simple question, was that, these were only 
representative of four possibilities and that in the 


Fort Frances plan, pages 170 and 71, there's a whole 
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range, and I think he was simply trying to make a 
comparison between the four options here and the many 
options that were developed for Fort Frances under the 
guidance of or with involvement of many thousands of 
people or hundreds of hours, whatever you want to call 
it; and just Looking atl wnvyenting= —-9 think ne sarc 
you were inventing the wheel. 

MR. CASSIDY: Reinventing the wheel. 

MR. MARTEL: Reinventing the wheel to say 
that it could be done in a short term in that box as 
prescribed by your article 2. That's what I gathered 
was the gist of it, and moose were only -- you just 
went down that path, which didn't answer the issue 
being raised. 

MR. STEWART: Well, I wished there was a 
very Simple answer to it, but when I went through the 
maps the same area that had the highest land use 
capability for agriculture, the highest land use 
capability for forestry, the highest land use 
capability for the peat land, the highest land use 
capability for moose, the highest land use capability 
for deer, the highest land use capability for mineral 
extraction, it was all the same area, the lines 
overlaid each other. 


MR. MARTEL: I'm not disputting that. 
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I'm simply saying what I thought the question was just 
LELErned sco US INGsVOULmolLepez VOL your, page 2 in a 
plan and starting all over again to establish levels 
which you're proposing that you do when, in fact, under 
the land use plan those have been done district by 
district. 

MR. CASSIDY: Exactly. 

MR. MARTEL: That I thought was the 
issue. 

MADAM CHAIR: I don't know how much 
farther we can go with this questioning. 

Dr. Quinney, do we have a statement from 
the Coalition with respect to your position on the 
district land use guidelines and the strategic land use 
plans vis-a-vis the resource production possibilities 
in each timber management planning exercise? 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes, Madam Chair. Page 37 
of our terms and conditions, specifically terms and 
conditions 217 to 219 and associated rationale, and 
also term and condition No. 6 where we're saying that 
all the objectives in the timber management plans, 
things like the SLUPs, the DLUGS would provide guidance 
as well. 

MADAM CHAIR: All right. 


DR. QUINNEY: So 217 to 219 and results 
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are mentioned in term and condition 6. 

MR. CASSIDY: That's the difficulty I 
have, Madam Chair. Because while those terms and 
conditions are stated there, we've heard evidence, a 
lot of evidence about page 2 about going through this 


whole exercise in the timber management planning 


process-- 

MR. O'LEARY: Is there a question? 

MR. CASSIDY: --when, in fact, it's been 
going -- this isn't a discovery, Mr. O'Leary. 


MR. O'LEARY: No, but it's all been gone 
over, Mr. Cassidy. 

MR. CASSIDY: --going through a process 
that's already been done, and if it has to be updated, 
it can be done in that process. 

MADAM CHAIR: Well, the view of the 
Coalition, Dr. Quinney, with respect to updating the 
land use planning exercise is that = what the Board 
has taken from your evidence is that you don't believe 
the land use planning exercise should be isolated, you 
believe that some of the objectives for the land use 
planning exercise should come from timber management 
Dian Unda. 

DR. QUINNEY: Precisely. 


MADAM CHAIR: --asS you propose, and so 
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you would not be in favour of updating the land use 
guidelines separately from timber management plans. 

DR. QUINNEY: Correct. And even more 
specifically, you've rightly said, some of the 
objectives should be in the timber management plans, 
and it's those objectives dependent on forest 
structure, just like the wood supply objectives are 
dependent on forest structure. 

Clearly in the strategic land use 
guidelines there are values there, there are objectives 
there that don't depend on forest structure, therefore, 
it's quite appropriate that they not be included in the 
timber management planning process, but those values 
that are dependent on forest structure, like wildlife, 
like remote tourism, should be placed alongside timber 
targets in the timber management plans. 

MADAM CHAIR: Have we finished with this 
area, Mr. Cassidy? 

MRem Ch oolUYc moOrly, Madame Cia tn. 

MADAM CHAIR: Have we finished with this 
area? Do you have another question? 

MR. CASSIDY: Q. I have one final 
question. Mr. Dickson, were you aware that the 
district land use guidelines process for Fort Frances 


District took about three years to do. 
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MR. DICKSON: A. It wouldn't surprise 
me. 

Q. Now, this process of updating that 
though can be done within the time frame that you 
talked about, Mr. Stewart? 

MR. STEWART: A. Within what time frame? 

Q. The 18 to 24-month time frame you're 
telling me you could do the updating of the district 
land use guidelines, in addition to doing all the other 
components of the plan; is that what you're saying? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. We're talking about 
separate processes; is that it? 

Q. I thought they were altogether. You 
just told me that they were done part and parcel at the 
Same time. 

A. No, I never said that, Mr. Cassidy. 

I explained to the Board, those objectives and values 
belong quite rightly alongside wood supply targets in 
timber management plans, and that one of the problems 
with the DLUG exercise in the past and strategic land 
use plan exercises in the past, even though there was 
public input, it's my understanding that one of the 
greatest problems was that alternatives in terms of 
what could be produced at the ground level, what was 


feasible, was never presented to the public, the range 
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of feasible alternatives. 

MR. STEWART: A. GIS technology was not 
even available then to allow this enhanced process to 
OCCUL. 

MR. CASSIDY: I will let page 170 speak 
for itself and leave it at that, Madam Chair. 

And those are my questions. Thank you. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you, Mr. Cassidy. 

Ms. Seaborn? 

MS. SEABORN: Thank you, Madam Chair. 

Madam Chair, I just have a brief number 
of questions for the panel. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MS. SEABORN: 

Os 8 Dr. Quinney, just. following along 
from some of Mr. Cassidy's questions with respect to 
the annual work schedule. 

DRM OUINNEY - se Ales. 

Q. Would you agree that any proposal to 
this Board with respect to the annual work schedule 
must be put forward in such a way that at the time of 
planning or at the AWS stage any proposed activities 
must have already been approved in the five-year timber 
Management plan? 

A. Could you repeat that, please? 


Q. What I'm suggesting is that at the 
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annual work schedule stage the activities that are 
scheduled must be activities that have already been 
approved at the five-year planning level? 

Ave Les: 

Q. And does your proposal with respect 
to the annual work schedule contemplate that same 
principle being adhered to? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. And would you agree with me that the 
importance of that is that if you're going to propose a 
new activity at the annual work schedule stage, then 
you would have to obtain a plan amendment because you 
would not have had that activity approved by the public 
or by MNR at the five-year planning stage? 

A. Yes, I believe that's correct. 

Q. And so any proposal that you -- that 
the Coalition would put forward to the Board with 
respect to the annual work schedule would have to take 
into account that consideration? 

A. Yes, that's right. 

Q. Now, there's been considerable 
discussion, Dr. Quinney, about the intent of your term 
andsconditironig9@and?, aneparcticular;eenecaworcing. 

I wanted to clarify a couple of things 


with you though. In your planning sequence for annual 
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work schedule you contemplate local citizen committee 
review. Is it your proposal that a vote would also be 
taken by the LCC with respect to approval of the annual 
work schedule? 

A. I believe that's described in our 
terms and conditions 107, 108, and 109. 

Q. Well, I've had a look at the terms 
and conditions. What I want to clarify though is that 
term and condition 79, where the local citizens 
committee is apparently going to approve a plan or plan 
amendment at the five-year stage, is it part of your 
proposal that at the annual work schedule stage there 
be some sort of vote as well by the local citizens 
committee? 


A. Well, again, I would refer you to 


terms and conditions 106 through 109 and, again, we are 


asking for an on-site biological survey and it's 
possible, as a result of that, some new value might be 
identified, so we've asked that: 
"The annual work schedule be 
Circulated to members of the PAC and they 
have convened a meeting to approve the 
annual work schedule with respect to 
site-specific descriptions and no 


unresolved formal objection to the annual 
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work schedule has been submitted by 
members of the PAC or the general public. 

In the event that an objection is 
filed, the district manager shall 
immediately convene a joint meeting among 
the planning team, the PAC and the person 
objecting to determine the basis for the 
objection, whether the objection was 
foreseen and decided upon during the 
five-year plan, and whether it has arisen 
from a site-specific concern previously 
unknown. 

For example, as a result of that 
on-site reconnaisance survey: 
(iv) whether the concern can be resolved 
to the mutual satisfaction of the 
parties." 
Then 108 states: 
"In the event that a solution acceptable 
to the PAC and the individual objecting 
can be devised and a change to the TMP is 
required, it shall be treated as an 
administrative amendment and processed 
accordingly. 


109: 
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"In the alternative, the planning team in 
consultation with the PAC shall propose a 
solution to the concern and the solution 
shall be processed as a minor or major 
amendment depending on whether the 
objectives of the TMP need to be modified 
A major amendment shall be deemed to 
occur where either specific quantitative 
objectives for the timber management plan 
need to be adjusted in terms of quantity 
Or quality of the supply being 
provided...", et cetera. 
O.eeNoO7e Ll understand allvot.that,.Dr. 
Quinney. It's just a very simple question. MNR in its 
terms and conditions - and this is a proposal that is 
supported by MOE - provides for the local citizens 
committee to have an opportunity to be involved with 
the annual work schedule in terms of inspecting it, I 
think is the words used in the terms and conditions, 
and you have a proposal with respect to the annual work 
schedule as well. 
All I'm asking is, when the local 
citizens committee gets involved at the AWS stage in 
your proposal, would this 60 per cent vote also kick in 


as well where you would have a third-party dispute 
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resolution process going to an EA Board for a hearing 
on an annual work schedule. That's all I'm asking. I 
understand what your terms and conditions say, I just 
want to be clear on that. 

A. I don't believe that's our intent. 
Our intent is that there be a mechanism to treat 
objections as either a minor or major amendment to the 
plan. 

Q. I understand that. So it's the 
Coalition's position then that term and condition 79 or 
the intent of term and condition 79 is not for it to 
extend beyond the five-year planning stage down to the 
annual work schedule stage; is that correct? 

A. I would have to seek clarification on 
that, lM nOesurce. 

Q. Well, perhaps then, Dr. Quinney, an 
undertaking could then be provided to clarify that 
point. And the question I want answered is: Does term 
and condition 79 kick in at the annual work schedule 
stage as well as at the five-year planning stage. 

MS. SEABORN: And I would like to have 
that information, Madam Chair. 

MR. O'LEARY: We will be happy to 
respond. 


MADAM CHAIR: Thank you, Mr. O'Leary. 
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MS. SEABORN: Q. Now, MNR has proposed 
Inv ues eLermssande conditions, DresOlinney, aaprocess for 
issue resolution, MNR terms and conditions 53 and 54 
which sis Exhibit, 2032. 

MR. STEWART: A. 53 and 54, Ms. Seaborn? 

Q. Yes. Those appear at page 18 of 
MNR's revised terms and conditions dated January 6th, 
1992. Now, Dr. Quinney, in terms of issue resolution, 
is this a proposal that is supported by the Coalition? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. All parts of term and 
CONGTCLON ING. (53, la) 7D) wancawcic 

Q. Yes. I'm asking if the Coalition 
Supports the issue resolution process put forward by 
MNR in its revised terms and conditions? 

A. No, not completely. What we have 
requested in 53(a) is that, again, the local citizens 
committee be given additional powers with reference to 
the third-party arbitration and that goes back to term 
and condition 79 which is being revised. 

It's my recollection that the other parts 
of that term and condition, that is (b) and (c) were 
acceptable to the Coalition. 

Ov WOULd sib sDe talre to sayetnen chat in 
your process you would see issue resolution as set out 


in terms and conditions 53 and 54 occurring before your 
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local citizens committee took its 60 per cent -- took 
its vote with respect to approval of the plan? 

A. Oh yes, yes. 

Q. So if we look at the sequence of 
events, if there was a problem within the local 
citizens committee, a problem with the planning during 
the planning, you would then see this issue resolution 
process occurring prior to the local citizens committee 
getting together to take this vote that you talked 
about? 

A. Yes, I believe so. 

MR. O'LEARY: I wonder, Madam Chair, if 
while we are on this line of questioning, I note we did 
not mark that graphic depiction yesterday as an exhibit 
and that relates to this issue. Perhaps we might mark 
that as an exhibit now. 

MS. SEABORN: It doesn't really matter to 
me, Mr. O'Leary. I just wanted to be clear on the 
sequence of events. I'm not going to be referring to 
ite 

MADAM CHAIR: Well, Mr. O'Leary, if you 
want that to be made an exhibit, we can do it, but you 
will have to give it a title. 

MR. O'LEARY: I think “we would?’ [G"s a 


graphic depiction of the issue resolution process as 
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described by the Panel 9 witnesses in their 
evidence-in-chief. 

MADAM CHAIR: And that was yesterday. 

MR. O'LEARY: Yes, it was. Could we have 
an exhibit eennee 

MADAM CHAIR: That will be Exhibit 2152. 
—=-—-EXHIBIT NO. 21522 Graphic depiction of issue 

resolution process as described 
by Panel 9 witnesses in their 
evidence. 

MADAM CHAIR: Go ahead, Ms. Seaborn. 

MS. SEABORN: Q. And, Dr. Quinney, I 
understand as well from the evidence and the 
interrogatory responses that the Coalition is still 
Supportive of the bump-up provisions as set out by MNR 
Iie cSelermSeandecondi1tionss 1s that correct? 

You have this issue with respect to the 
60 per cent vote of the LCC which, I submit, is a 
discreet issue, but in terms of the bump-up process 
generally, I take it the Coalition does not dispute 
those provisions put forward by MNR? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Could you refer me to 
specific terms and conditions? 

Q. Well, that's from your interrogatory 
response. 


Madam Chair, Exhibit 2129 was the package 
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MOE Interrogatory, Question 12. 
DRee QUINNEY a Ae es. 


MADAM CHAIR: Which page is that on, Ms. 


MS. SEABORN: Page 7 of Exhibit 2129. 
MADAM CHAIR: Thank you. 


MS. SEABORN: Q. Now, we had -- out of 


the evidence there had been a statement that once the 


review process is completed, and this may include a 


bump-up to an 


of the timber 


individual EA, the implementation phase 
management plan begins. 

And in Question 12(a) we had asked: 

"Is the witness referring to OFAH/NOTOA 
term and condition 79 which requires an 
automatic board hearing or some other 
provision?" 

And in the response we were told: 

"I am referring to the bump-up provisions 
included in all Class EAs of which I'm 
aware. MNR term and condition 60 and 
Appendix 15 have been indicated as being 
essentially acceptable to the Coalition." 


And then you go on and refer to term and 


condition 79 as being appropriate as well. 


So based on that response, it was my 
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understanding that you're not disputting MNR's bump-up 
provisions per se, but you have there added -- you 
have, what I call, an added twist to it, you're asking 
as well for the local citizens committee to have a 
discreet right? 

DRe QUINNEY :) -Ave .Yes. 

Q. Okay. And you would agree then; 
wouldn't you, under the existing bump-up provisions, 
any individual, whether they're a member of a local 
citizens committee or a member of the public, could in 
their own right request a bump-up at any time during 
the planning process? 

A. Yes, that's my understanding, yes. 

Ope lien,. Di... QUINNeY, 1S sc. your 
understanding that the Coalition is under an obligation 
when it files its revised terms and conditions to 
ensure that those terms and conditions reflect the 
agreements that were reached in the Illing report? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And you made -- I believe it was 
yesterday or the day before, you indicated to the Board 
that you hoped that the Board would accept your terms 
and conditions as a complete package. 

| I take it though that your package in 


terms of Exhibit 1637 will have to be changed to the 
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extent that agreements were reached in the Illing 
report? 

A. Yes, and that would be in fact a 
revised Appendix C that's already in the terms and 
conditions. 

Q. Well, in the terms and conditions you 
have an Appendix C where you talk about which terms and 
conditions of MNR are acceptable. 

What I'm suggesting is that there are a 
number of other parties to the hearing, the major 
parties of which have also agreed with the contents of 
the Illing report, and I would suggest to you that the 
Coalition would be under a positive obligation to 
ensure that their terms and conditions reflect the 
agreements reached with all parties, not just comment 
on the acceptability of MNR terms and conditions? 

A. I understand. Yes, that's fine. 

Q. And in your current terms and 
conditions your proposal in term and condition No. 2 - 
I don't think it's necessary to go there - is that your 
proposals could be implemented within eight months of 
the decision of the Board; correct? 


A. With reference to term and condition 


Q. No, with respect to term and 
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condition No. 2 of Exhibit .1637-- 
As sYes. 
Q.-PReaSayVsachate: 
"These terms and conditions shall come 


into force eight months following 


issuance of this decision, except where 


otherwise specified in any individual 
term and condition." 


A. Yes, yes. 


epee 


On AngweMr. Dicksony. tock, 1 batcoms 7our 


evidence that NOTOA as an organization supports the 
replacement of the existing tourism guidelines with 
this Forest Recreation Design Manual? 

MR iw DICKSON: vA. That secorrect.. 


Q. So is it your understanding then 


within eight months of the Board's decision we would, 


in the field, no longer be relying on the tourism 
guidelines but we would have this Forest Recreation 
Design Manual that we would be using? 

A. That would be our hope. 


Q. And in terms of what this design 


Manual will look like, the evidence the Board has with 


respect to that is really as set out.in the terms and 


conditions, based on your oral testimony. You went 


through the terms and conditions and said these are the 
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sorts of things you would see being in the Forest 
Design Recreation Manual. 

A. Thats correct. 

Q. And are those the sorts of things 
that NOTOA as an organization would see in that manual? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And, accordingly, I take it then that 
the Coalition and NOTOA would not support MNR 
continuing with its long-term effects/effectiveness 
monitoring program with respect to the tourism 
guidelines? Are you aware of that program, Mr. 
Dickson? 

Aw 6 Yes. = YOU KNOW, «leno te—— ml sO Talim 
write it, I didn't design it, I have been involved in 
ites 

DR. QUINNEY: A. And that's right, we 
believe that those resources could be better deployed 
elsewhere, and the rationale term and condition 183 may 
assist you in that regard. 

Q. I just want to be clear in terms of 
the Coalition's position then. 

MR. MARTEL: Which T and C was that? 

DR. QUINNEY: Terms and conditions 183 to 
189 describe the contents of the Forest Recreation 


Design Manual, and I'm saying that in asking that the 
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Forest Recreation Design Manual replace the guidelines, 
then clearly the so-called effects monitoring 
associated with those guidelines, those resources would 
be redeployed with reference to our terms and 
conditions. 

MR. MARTEL: Could that be developed in 
eight months. This whole manual, could it be ... 

DR. QUINNEY: We think enough to proceed, 
Mr. Martel. Enough to proceed. 

MR. MARTEL: Well, what does that mean. 
You see, if you're going to go out there and do a whole 
series of things on behalf of the tourist industry, to 
make it work one would have to know exactly what you're 
talking about, what values you're going to protect, how 
you are going to protect them, a whole series of 
matters would have to be -- what are they doing -- when 
something isn't there, a situation arises, the manual 
doesn't cover it because you say you would have enough 
to start, what do you do then? 

DR. QUINNEY: Well, when I say enough to 
start, in other words, the contents of those terms and 
conditions 183 to 189 could certainly be done within 
the time period from your decision, eight months. 

MADAM CHAIR: Ms. Seaborn? 


MS<#SEABORN? 180.8eMr. ep Dickson; mylpoimnt 
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in terms of my question to you is, the umsbinnieiueet 
experience of the tourism industry is that, according 
to the proposal that's being put forward a Recreation 
Design Manual is going to be - if the Board accepts 
this proposal - required within eight months of the 
Board's decision and that manual would be prepared 
without the benefit of the effects/effectiveness 
monitoring program that the Ministry is prepared to do 
and, as I understand it, is underway now, so we would 
not have the benefit the results of that monitoring 
program prior to putting into place this Forest 
Recreation Design Manual. 

And aes you considered that problem or 
have you raised that concern either within the 
Coalition or with your members. 

MR. DICKSON: A. I'm not aware of it 
being raised, no. 

Q. So that particular concern hasn't 
been raised with NOTOA? 

A. As far as I'm concerned, I don't 
know. I don't know if it has or not at the Board level 
recently. I do know that the tourism guidelines are 
outdated and need to be revised and they haven't 
been -- they're guidelines and they really haven't been 


put into practice, and I think that is one of the big 
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concerns of our industry, they're guidelines, they're 
not TuLes sand) hopebull ys 

Q. Would you see the Forest Recreation 
Design Manual as being a set of rules? 

A. Well, maybe I shouldn't use the word 
rules, but I would like to see it presented in a more 
committed manner than it has been in the past; i.e., 
the guidelines. 

OOK ayv. 

A. For instance, one of the things that 
concerns our industry is that they'll make -- they'll 
identify a remote tourism opportunity in a district and 
because of activities that take place after that has 
been identified or during, it no longer becomes a 
remote tourism possibility or it's no longer usable for 
us in that way, or an existing operation inadvertently 
gets accessed so we can't use it. 

And the design manual -- I think since 
the guidelines have been put out the logging industry 
has moved very quickly and more and more people have 
been adversely affected as this access -- I mean, 
there's a lot of good stuff here can be put forth to 
that. There are a lot of good ideas, you know, that 
can be put in that Design Manual immediately. For 


instance, in a five-year plan something like this has 
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to happen for the tourism industry, $10,000 all cost 
and that saves -- as I understand it. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Just starting from 
scratch also. 

MR =e DECKSON: .eA.e Thate’smright. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. We've said that some of 
the concepts and details that exist in the current 
guidelines would be incorporated in this new design 
manual. 

QO. Is ite fairuto say, (Mr. Duckson; athen 
that the contents of what would be in this manual have 
really not been thought out beyond what's in the terms 
and conditions, 

MRe = DICKSON: 2 9Ava Sinrourttermseand 
conditions? 

QO. Yes. 

Awe 1 dont thinks that eelala,no, 

Q. Well, have you actually done a study 
Or sat down with the existing tourism guidelines and 
plotted out how you would make those different? 

A. NOTOA has not done that, no. 

O. snOkay: 

A. MTR may have and hopefully they're 
working on it. There is another industry out here 


that, you know, has an interest in what we're doing and 
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I can't answer on behalf of them. I would hope there 
has been, for instance, economic impact studies other 
than the two we've seen. 

O% *Okay. * But you don't know that? 

Ay No; 

Q. And all I'm suggesting to you is that 
MNR has proposed in its terms and conditions that a 
study will be done to assess the efficacy of the 
existing guidelines, and wouldn't you agree with me 
that it may be useful, before we jump ahead and design 
a new manual to look at those monitoring results? 

By # Yes’ 

Q. That's all I'm asking. 

A. Yes, and I didn't understand. Yes, I 
would. 

Q. Thank you. Just one more question, 
Dr. Quinney. In terms of this 60 per cent vote, would 
you agree that if there was an individual who was on 
the -- that was in the minority was unhappy with the 
direction of the plan, that they may decide to go off 
on their own in any event and request a bump-up, 
regardless of what the outcome is of this vote? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Well, again, it's my 
understanding that any citizen, any citizen in this 


province is certainly entitled that. 
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Q. Right. And that could be someone who 
is on the local citizens committee? 

Ree Sie 

MS. SEABORN: Thank you. Those are all 
my questions, Madam Chair. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you, Ms. Seaborn. 

Mr. Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: I wonder whether we can -- 

MADAM CHAIR: Oh, we've got to have a 
Switch. @oAld cugnt. 

MR. FREIDIN: You don't have to, but if 
it's accommodating, I like to look straight at the 
witnesses. 

MR. O'LEARY: Anything to accommodate 
you, Mr. Freidin, 

SaaSohOrcenecess 
MADAM CHAIR: Please be seated. 


Mr. Freidin. 


CROSS~EXAMINATION BY MR. FREIDIN: 


Q. Dr. Quinney, I want to ask you some 
questions about the evidence you gave in relation to 
the Caution Lake Road and the exhibit which really 
comprised most of that was Exhibit 2143, that was 
correspondence between the OFAH and the Ministry, I 


guess about a year or a year and a half ago it was. 
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MADAM CHAIR: The exhibit number, Mr. 


Freidin? 

MR. FREIDIN: 2143 is what I wrote down 
on mine. 

MR. MARTEL: Yes, thanks. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you. 

DR. QUINNEY: And is there a particular 
item? 


MR. FREIDIN: Q. Well, have you got the 
correspondence in order? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes, I believe I do. 

Q. Okay. What I want to do with you, 
Dr. Quinney, is assist you to review briefly the 
history of that particular situation and basically make 
sure that we understand the process which was followed 
as opposed to getting into the technical details about 
how they dealt with that particular rookery. 

Now, am I correct that the fact that the 
road waS going to be built came to Mr. Alexander's 
attention through some means; is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And we aren't sure whether he knew 
about the rookery being in that location or whether the 
Ministry advised him of that, we're not sure about 


that? 
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A eelhnat! S yeonrect. 

Q. Would you agree then that the process 
worked, the process which was in place worked in the 
sense that notification came to Mr. Alexander's 
attention that the road would be built and before any 
operations took place the identification of this 
rookery, in fact, became known, it was identified. The 
process worked to that point; right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. 

A. Again, as I've explained to the 
Board, one of the major problems we had here was the 
short time span we've had to respond.” 

Q. All right. Now, you had a short time 
to respond because there was some problems with the 
letters going back and forth, but would you agree with 
me, Sir, that as a result of the letters, as a result 
of the notice, the process worked in the sense cee the 
potential problem was identified and as a result of 
communications initiated by somebody out in the public, 
a member of OFAH, communications took place such that 
there was a decision within a very short period of 
time. I'm referring to the February 20th, 1991 letter 
from Mr. Pyzer, february 20th 1991. 


What happened was, he received a letter 
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from you on February the 15th-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --saying one of our members has found 
about this problem, they're concerned about it and you 
set out a fairly lengthy letter setting out your 
concerns and asking that certain questions be answered. 
is) cha teenigh tz 

A. w°Yes’. 

Q. And within two days, or five days Mr. 
Pyzer the district manager says: 

"I have received your letter. Given the 

concerns that your organization raised 

and our desire to have support of OFAH on 
this issue, I have decided to defer my 
decision respecting this amendment." 

Now, it seems to me that the process is 
working in the sense that a concern has been raised by 
member of the public, a lot of questions have been 
asked and the district manager, I would suggest, takes 
a very reasonable approach and says: Well, we're going 
defer to a decision respecting this amendment and it 
says: 

"IT will continue to keep you informed. 

I can assure that no final decision will 


be made on the amendment until we have 
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responded to your specific questions and 

consulted further with your 

organization." 

That's a reasonable response; is it not? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So the process worked to that point 
in time. And I understand now there's some question 
about the length of time it took them to get back. 
Would you agree, sir -- 

A. Well, just a sec. As a result of 
February 20 letter, yes, I agree that that was a 
reasonable response from Mr. Pyzer and we appreciated 
that, but please keep in mind, up until that point, I 
mean, we're under the impression that we've got 
basically, you know, a grand total of two weeks to 
respond to this thing. 

Q. And you wrote a letter and said that 
it wasn't enough time and you asked a number of 
questions and they just said very reasonably: well, 
having regard to the fact that you want to deal with 
this and that's not enough time, we'll answer your 
questions, and they took a long time and gave you a 
very lengthy response, about eight months later. 

Now, what's wrong with that process? 


A. Well, as I stated to the Board when I 
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gave this evidence, that the end result has been a 
mutually satisfactory -- basically a mutually 
Satisfactory resolution. What I was trying to point 
out to the Board is hopefully this type of -- the type 
of delays can be avoided in the future. 

Yes), eine shy zenconsrebruary.220 2009 lictold 
us he would continue to keep us informed and that no 
Final decisions would be made but, to be honest, I did 
not expect that when he said, continue to keep us 
informed, the next we'd hear from him would be nine 
months later. 

Q. So would you agree that nothing 
happened. in terms of adverse effects on that heron 
rookery in the nine months? 

Aty Gornrect. 

Q. So you would like the Ministry to be 
more efficient in dealing with concerns, which is what 
you're saying; right? | 

A. Yes. 

Q. But the length of time that it took 
in this particular example had no adverse effect on the 
heron rookery which was the subject matter of your 
CONCEDN 7a.01 da lite 

A.w Thatesmraght. 


O-eeAldetaght-seNow,) you made, aspoint, 
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sir, that -- when you looked at the lengthy letter of 
November the 26th, 1991 from Mr. Pyzer basically 
responding to the questions that you had posed earlier 
in that year you were taken by your counsel to the 
second last page of that letter, and under this heading 
Monitoring, you were referred to the comment that the 
Ministry agreed that there should be some monitoring, 
and you said that was consistent with your terms and 
conditions because you're proposing monitoring as well; 
mightae 

A. Yes. 


Ove (Canl*yvoulsjust *confiam, sin, that yin 


the very first letter, the very first letter that went 


out to Mr. Alexander - it's the first letter in the 
package - February the 13th, 1991 where he was given 
the documentation to that point in time in relation to 
minor amendment, that if we go to the third page -- 
pardon me, the second page of the document entitled 
Minor Amendment that was attached, Alternative 1 in 
fact sets out in the last part of the rationale a 
proposed monitoring program in relation to that 
particular rookery on the assumption that the road was 
going to be built as proposed in that minor amendment. 
About 10 lines up from the -- 


A. Which page are you on? 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson, Stewart ,Quinney 63145 
cr ex (Freidin) 


Q. The second page. See where it says 
Alternative l. 

A. Yes. 

Q. It says Rationale, go down right in 
the middle of that first paragraph it says: 

"The MNR will conduct a high priority 

compliance...", et cetera? 

A. Yes. 

...effectiveness monitoring program..." 

A. Yes. 

Q. "“...to determine the impact of the 

close proximity of the road...", et 
Cetera. 

Asp eS: 

CO aeanluSC wwallitest Omconet Lrmawisth) you,) Sir, 
that the Ministry in this particular case instituted or 
was Suggesting the institution of a monitoring program 
quite independent of any suggestion or urging by your 
Association? 

A. Yes, they mentioned the word 
monitoring and in then my February 15, '91 letter in 
response I expanded on that topic. 

Q. Right. And I understand that what's 
happened, is that there's basically been agreement 


between the Federation and the Ministry regarding how 
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this rookery will be dealt with but there's still an 
outstanding discussion or issue as to the specifics of 
the monitoring; is that right? 

As-"Yes. 

Q. All right. But your terms and 
conditions, as I read them, would suggest that there be 
a Similar monitoring program for every area of concern; 
is that correct? A monitoring program along these 
lines for every area of concern? 

A. Well, as I explained to the Board, in 
the case of a similar situation with a heronry, the 
level of monitoring we were requesting would take half 
a day by a summer student. 

Q. Am I correct that you are requesting 
that there be a ARSON program along these lines in 
terms of effectiveness in relation to every area of 
concern, whether it's a heron rookery or whether 
it's -- or do I misunderstand your terms and 
conditions? 

A. I believe you misunderstand, because 
I think we have tried to explain fully that the level 
of monitoring, the level of effort will be 
Site-specific decisions. Depends on the nature of the 
question. 


Q. Right. Are you aware of the 
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Ministry's term and condition about updating these 
various manuals, resource manuals? 

A. I have looked at the MNR terms and 
Conditions Dut eladon tathinkelacculdysay lim fampliar 
enough to talk about them without having them in front 
of me. 

Q. There was a periodic review of those 
particular manuals by experts in certain areas and 
people with field experience to update those manuals on 
a regular basis, the kinds of information that was in 
existence in relation to rookeries but was not in the 
guidelines would hopefully get incorporated in the 
revisions. 

A. Yes. 

Onw Aid right. 

A. Yes. 

Q. And it would be available in one spot 
as a result. 

A. Well, yeah, and disseminated. 

Q. Now, in terms of the annual work 
schedule, I want to ask you some questions about that, 
if lamignt. soit lo cansfind my annualowork .schedu.le 
questions. 

Would you please turn to your terms and 


conditions in relation to annual work schedule, those 
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arerl0 28cor 09. 

Now, you were asked some questions by Ms. 
Seaborn about activities being approved in the 
five-year plan -- if they were approved in the 
five-year plan, then you assumed it was all right to 
conduct them in the field on an annual basis; correct? 
You're saying yes? 

AS” MH \thinkethat isswhace Iescard. 

Q. Now, you say in term and condition 
WS st ia ce: 

"The AWS shall provide the detailed 

design, layout, implementation schedule 

and environmental protection measures for 

a loge 

And you say in No. (11): 

"Areas selected for harvest, including 

the harvesting technology." 

Now, what kind of detail are you 
contemplating that you would have in your annual work 
schedule, if any, in relation to harvesting technology? 

What I'm getting at is, how specific are 
you suggesting this annual work schedule should be? 

A. Simply the types of harvesting 
effort. We're not “asking “for *—<— to give people: an 


idea, for example, of the methods and equipment that 
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would be used in that area. 

Q. Okay. The methods and the equipment, 
abietragnt wesorin «terms of 105(1ii1) you say you also 
want: 

"Areas selected for renewal including 

Site preparation and regeneration 

techniques." 

Now, what kind of level of precision are 
you asking for in relation to techniques? 

A. Well, again, an example would be the 
type of equipment being used. 

Q. All right. Now, you say in the 
rationale for 105 that you want this information to be 
provided: 

"So that the public will be provided with 

access to these key environmental 

decisions, the annual work schedules must 
include the necessary site-specific 
information supporting the proposed 
timber management actions." 

Now, are you contemplating a situation, 
Dr. Quinney, where a silvicultural ground rule at the 
five-year level will have approval for site 
preparation, for instance, as a -- pardon me, heavy 


mechanical as a site preparation technique, that you 
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want to see the harvesting technology finally decided 
upon to be actually specified that they were going to 
use a certain kind of skidder and maybe they're going 
to use barrels and chains, or they were going to use a 
Bracke scarifier or -- is that the level of detail that 
you're saying you want to see in an annual work 
schedule, the choice of a specific piece of equipment 
that you're going to use to implement the approved 
activity of heavy site prep? 

A. Yes, I think we did want to see 
examples of that. 

Q. Okay. Why? And I will tell you 
where I'm going. I would think there would be a lot of 
people -- or some people might be concerned if you're 
Saying that at that stage, if you have approval for 
heavy site preparation, and then the decision is made 
at the annual work schedule level that they want to do 
that with barrels and chains as opposed to a Martini 
plow, that they should have the flexibility to do that 
and people should not be able to second guess them on 
that and bump them up on that kind of decision, that 
that is a level of detail which is unreasonable to get 
into at the annual work schedule level. 

Particularly, if it means that somebody 


can get into a technical debate as to whether this 
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piece of equipment or that piece of equipment is the 
best, and off we go to the Environmental Assessment 
Board or somewhere else on that kind of a technical 
issue, and that's my concern. 

What do you say? Do you think the 
concern is a valid one? 

MRS OLEWARTs sAteelLalLoinke 1 tas 
reasonable. 

Q.._Ifetherconcern isivalid,.~then, how do 
you deal with it in terms of making sure -- so if it's 
reasonable then -- 

A. No but, as I understand the terms and 
conditions of the Coalition, that this is not an issue 
that would hold up approval. It's not an issue to hold 
up approval, okay. 

And it is reasonable to assume that if 
the Industry or the Ministry has information on the 
soil types that are in the area, and heavens, I mean, 
there is sort of an effects thing that has gone over 
the last many years of forest harvesting, that there is 
a primary understanding of the types of equipment that 
you would potentially be using in the area. 

Now, if you go in there and the soil 
types are different than what you're suggesting and you 


want to use a different piece of equipment to achieve 
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your silvicultural objectives, there=is not a 
suggestion here that the approval is being denied on 
that basis. 

Q. Okay. Let's not worry about the 
specific wording at the moment. Would you agree then 
that the way the planning process works now, the one 
that's being proposed by the Ministry, and the way it 
works generally now is at the five-year level in 
preparing a plan, you will indicate that you will want 
to use heavy site prep, you might even want to say 
chemical site prep may be an option, and you go through 
that process, you get approval at the five-year level 
to use either one of those depending on the situation 
thateyou Ernd;: 

Now, let's assume - let's make it simple, 
you've got -- heavy site prep is the only site prep 
method which is approved, so you get out there in the 
field at the annual work schedule level and you have a 
choice of a number of pieces of equipment which will in 
fact fall in that category of heavy site prep. 

And I hear you saying, Mr. Stewart and 
Dr. Quinney, lihearsvoumsay indeed leant 1) Came ae 
Stewart, I hear you saying it would be unreasonable to 
get into a debate in a public planning process at the 


annual work schedule level about whether a piece of 
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heavy equipment -- heavy site prep equipment "x" was 
better than “y" or was better than "2". 

I'm saying, that decision shouldn't even 
be up for grabs and discussion in a public planning 
process, that you've got -- the kind of undertaking 
we're talking about here, you've got approval for heavy 
site prep and you should be able to use the kinds of 
heavy site prep equipment which are available without 
getting into a debate at the local level. 

Now, do you agree with that. Is that 
what you said was reasonable, conceptually, Mr. 
Stewart? 

A. Conceptually, personally I'm 
following the logic here. 

Q. And, Dr. Quinney, do you agree with 
that? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes, but I can also see 
that these decisions are going to be site-specific and 
that those types of equipment are going to vary. 

Q. But they are site-specific? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. But if you have approval in your 
silvicultural ground rules to use heavy site prep on 
certain kinds of site types as described, don't you 


agree that the decision as to what type of heavy site 
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prep to use should be the sole discretion of the 
professionals who are paid to be out there and making 
those kinds of technical decisions; i.e., the 
foresters, and that you shouldn't have a process which 
allows a member of the public at the annual work 
schedule level in the situation I've described to come 
along and say: Oh, no, I don't agree with you, you 
could build me -- you could do a much better job if you 
used this piece of heavy site prep equipment as opposed 
to that one. Now -- 

MR. STEWART ss) Avny (Iity appears that sa— 

QO. No, Igwant. (Dr. Quinneysaaralveugor 
your evidence, Mr. Stewart, I want Dr. Quinney -- 

MR. O'LEARY: You didn’ tldirect, itvat 
either and Mr. Stewart is able to respond. 

Can I just ask a question. Is your 
question eHeae in all circumstances, even where 
something that wasn't foreseen in the five-year plan is 
identified; is that your question? 

MR. FREIDIN: I'm talking where an 
amendment is not required. We're not talking about 
amendments here, we're talking about operations in 
what's been described as normal operating areas where 
you ‘ve. got approvals fonvassi1VicuLiucalaqnould aru ler 


Now, I would like Dr. Quinney to answer 
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this question. I know you're appearing on behalf of 
the Federation. 

Q. And we will go back to you as well, 
Mr. Stewart, Dut lpvemqoc.—-al wane fLovdo this “in 
pieces. I got your answer the first time. 

MR. STEWART: A. All we want to provide 
iS an answer and does it matter if it comes from Dr. 
Quinney or I can help. I'm only here to help. 

Q. Dr. Quinney, listen very closely 
because I'm going to ask if you agree with Mr. Stewart. 

A. And I'm giving my assessment of the 
Situation, that all that's being asked for in the work 
schedule that the information be provided and at the 
detail of getting down to the annual cut and the site 
prescriptions that are going to be carried out, it's 
not an unreasonable request, it's not an element that 
is hinging on approval, it's important to understand 
the effects monitoring that's going to go on with 
respect to the kind of equipment that's used, that all 
heavy site prep equipment is not the same, that there's 
different objectives with respect to the equipment that 
are trying to be achieved on a particular topic. 

Q. Do you agree with that, Dr. Quinney? 

DRi] QUINNEY: “A.” Yes,  Lewould. 


Q. Now, would you agree, sir -- well, 
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I'm not sure whether I've got anybody here that's got 
enough field experience in forestry operations to 
answer this question, but let me ask you specifically, 
Dr. Quinney, or I will ask anyway. 

Is it not true in many cases at the 
annual work schedule level you might not know the 
specific piece of equipment that you're going to use 
because the specific piece of equipment that you might 
want to use will depend on weather conditions, it might 
depend on factors that you determine once you actually 
harvest the area? 

Doesn't that happen from time to time? 
Do either of you know whether it happens from time 
time? 

MR. STEWART: A. Oh, I know it happens 
from time time under the current situation, all I'm 
trying to do is relate that to the reasonableness of 
asking somebody to indicate what their plans are for 
the area. 

Q. Okay. 

A. Okay. 

O22 “ALI@righte  sso-youre=saying, suo rie 
best you can in terms of particularizing the equipment 
that you can, that you're going to use; is that what 


you're saying? 
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Aw tnacus=what im saying. 

Q. Dr. Quinney, is that what you're 
Saying? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. I'd agree with that. 

Q. And if you do that, can you answer 
this question: That it's a given as a matter of 
information tomthe=public’——- all right. (And given that 
there are no - you're in a situation where there is no 
need for an amendment to the approval, that there 
shouldn't be a debate, you shouldn't entertain debates 
at that level between the public and the technical 
people as to the choices of that piece of equipment. 

And the reason I'm asking that is because 
I want to make sure that this is a subject matter that 
cannot be made the subject of a bump-up or an appeal 
because you've got to draw the line somewhere. 

I tried to make this point before. I say 
you've got to draw the line somewhere between where the 
public input stops and where you leave the decisions to 
the professionals you're paying to implement the 
objectives, implement the plan and achieve the 
objectives. And that's why I'm saying, this is a 
subject matter that I want your Coalition's position 
on. 


I'm suggesting to you that it's 
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reasonable that the kinds of decision I'm talking about 
now is not one which should be a subject matter that 
can in fact be dealt with on a bump-up. 

A. That would be my understanding, but I 
will seek additional clarification for you, Mr. 
Freidin. But my understanding of the terms and 
conditions, it was never our intention here to open the 
possibility for some kind of frivolous bump-up. That 
wasn't the intention. 

Q. Well, yeah, I know, but I'm just 
saying that there's a category that would be frivolous. 

I'm saying that if you've got approval in 
your SGRs for certain kinds of timber management 
activities and you go out in the field and you find 
that the conditions are those that are contemplated, 
the kind that are contemplated when you prepare a 
silvicultural ground rule, that you should be free to 
use the appropriate piece of equipment and it would 
frivolous for someone to come along and say: Oh no, use 
this piece of equipment as opposed to that because it 
might be a little more efficient. 

That's what I want the Coalition's clear 
position on. 

MR. O'LEARY: Well, we are happy to give 


you an undertaking in that respect. 
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DR. QUINNEY: I can't be any more helpful 
at this point. I personally can't be any more helpful 
to you, but we will do that for you. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. But you indicated to me 
I think what your initial view of the matter is. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes. 

Om 7 aimnight:. 

Avsethat wer- 

O-eAtlerignt.. that ssoLine. 

A. --we don't want to see frivolous 
house bump-up. 

Ovnels 2Eevyour personaleview, Dr: 
Quinney, that in a situation as I've described it would 
be a frivolous sort of bump-up and, therefore, a 
Situation which you never contemplated when you had 
your input to these terms and conditions? 

A. Well, I think with the Coalition I 
have to clarify our intent there before I can answer 
that question. 

Q. Give me your opinion, Dr. Quinney. 
You've been qualified as a resource management planner? 

A. Yes. My opinion on what? 

Q. Would your personal opinion be that 
this kindsclbe=]—sprovidingsforea bumpaupyoversthathkind 


of decision would, in fact, be unacceptable and would 
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be frivolous. 

MR. O'LEARY: That's hypothetical. 

DR. QUINNEY: I wouldn't want to 
overgeneralize here. I mean, there might be 
site-specific situations when they bring in a piece of 
equipment that they find out that, in fact, this 
particular Sitvacwony= so... 

MR. FREIDIN. Q. Give me an example. 
Give me an example. 

MR. STEWART: A. Watershed. Let's say 
that you do your biological reconnaissance and there's 
some on-site and predesign analysis that goes ahead 
prior to harvesting occurring, right, the company has 
indicated the general five-year areas they're going to 
operate in, each year they're required to put down a 
annual work plan, there's modifications made in there 
that may not be specific to the five-year plan, there 
could be values -- 

Q. Give me a real -- you're talking 
generalities. Give me a real live example where the 
Silvicultural ground rule which applies, which approves 
heavy site preparation -- 

MR. O'LEARY: Can he finish his answer, 
Mr. Freidin? 


MR. FREIDIN: Well, no, no he can't, 
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because he's talking generalities and I want -- 

MR. O'LEARY: He's going to do it now. 

MR. STEWART: Say there's a degree of 
slope or soil type there that would predispose 
relatively high problems with erosion or sedimentation 
in a creek that weren't know about. 

MResERELDENtmeeO ag egAlinright. And what's 
the change that you're contemplating in terms of the 
operations? 

MR. STEWART: A. Well, we're just saying 
that if the methods that are being proposed reflect a 
sensitivity to that, that will be something that is 
indicated in the work plan, and that's all I'm 
suggesting. 

You're saying that we can go in there and 
do whatever we want. When we get on site, if we've got 
heavy site prep, no matter what, we want the 
flexibility to do it, and Il don't think chat: -the 
Coalition's terms and conditions, as I understand them, 
are approving that process. 

Q. Okay, I think we've beaten this one 


to death. Let's go down to 106. By the way, just a 


matter of -- in techniques, give me an example of the 
kind of -- you say regeneration techniques here, Dr. 
Quinney, we've heard about -- are you talking about the 
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techniques such as planting, aerial seeding, natural 
regeneration, is that what you're talking about in 
terms of regeneration techniques that you want to see 
detailed? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes. Those are 
examples. 

Q. Are you suggesting that if you have 
approval for either aerial seeding or planting ina 
Silvicultural ground rule at the five-year level and 
the decision is made at the annual work schedule level 
that you're going to do seeding, that someone should be 
able to debate at the annual work schedule level: Oh 
noanon no, it should be planting, or do we have some 
finality on this thing at the five-year level? If it 
would take you some time to... 

Dr. Quinney, did you not think about this 
sort of thing when you drafted the terms and 
conditions? 

A. Yes, Sir. 

Q. Weren't important enough that you can 
remember, is that what -- 

AS= Noy’that's nov true, Mr. Preidin. 

Q. Okay. Do you think it's an important 
consideration in terms of for the Industry, the people 


who actually have to make these decisions and implement 
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the program, as to whether these things are open for 
debate and variation at the annual work schedule level? 

MR. STEWART: A. I can say that I have 
had discussions with members of the Coalition that have 
revolved around this particular issue, the flexibility 
that is required on behalf of Industry and the Ministry 
when they're out there making some of these decisions 
in the field. 

And there is absolutely no intent, as I 
understand it, that the annual work schedule is to 
interfere with that, you know. And I think if there's 
a response through some formal process of undertaking 
that the Coalition can give to you, I believe that you 
will be satisfied that there isn't intent in the 
process design as laid out by the Coalition to do what 
you fear may happen. 

Ove ALleright: 

MR. FREIDIN: And when Mr. Stewart gives 
his response like that, Mr. O'Leary, can I assume that 
the Coalition accepts that that is their position? 

I mean, I don't want to keep going back 
to Dr. Quinney and say: Do you accept that, Dr. 
Quinney because you're from Coalition. 

And I ask that question because you have 


taken the position a number of times that experts that 
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have come here are not necessarily giving evidence on 
behalf of the Coalition but have come here to provide 
their wisdom to the Board. 

So I want to get through this 
cross-examination. So can I accept Mr. Stewart's -- 

MR. O'LEARY: As I understand the 
evidence, Dr. Quinney has indicated that he would like 
to consult with other members of the Coalition first 
and that we will provide you with a detailed completely 
responsive undertaking in response. 

MR. FREIDIN: Does that mean that when 
Mr. Stewart gives me an answer I can't say: Well, gee, 
I've got the answer, that's the Coalition's, that I may 
wait when I don't have a witness any more and I'm going 
to get an answer saying: Oh no, we don't agree with Mr. 
Stewart, we mean this. 

I mean, that's the position you're 
putting me in and I want to know if that's the position 
LIES eS Bole 

MR. O'LEARY: This is a panel that's 
speaking on behalf of the evidence -- speaking to the 
evidence of the Coalition. 

MR. FREIDIN: Well, I don't think you've 
answered my concern but I'll move on anyway. I guess 


if it contradicts Mr. Stewart's evidence, you'll 
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indicate why. 

Q. Term and condition 106. This gets 
again into the power of the local citizens committee 
andeiteSesOnt Of sil, Ss Dart. or my concern, OF was one 
of the reasons I was concerned about the wording in 
LO 5s. 

Ms. Seaborn asked you whether the 60 per 
cent rule applied to the annual work schedule level. 
Remember that questioning, Dr. Quinney? 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes. 

Q. It's an undertaking you gave. 

As. Yes, that. Ss  ragnt. 

Q. Whether the 60 per cent rule applies. 
Now, I think it's even worse in relation to 106 in the 
way it's worded, because the way it's worded it says: 

"Prior to issuing final approval of the 

annual work schedule...", stopping there, 
you can't do any operations until you get approval of 
the annual work schedule; isn't that right? 

Re TAS a rule. 

Qerersiut tet Ont ecuadtayvou. cal C.get any 
operations -- you can't implement any operations until 
you get your annual work schedule approved; isn't that 
PigitemsDr.. Quinney 


A. Yes. 
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Ocean (She tat natant 

Ames. 

Q. Thank you. Now, prior to doing that: 

"...the district manager shall ensure 

that therevare... al OOK ateaNO.ss(ds od) 

"No unresolved formal objections to the 

AWS submitted by members of the PAC or 

the general public." 

Now, it says no unresolved formal 
objection, and in No. (ii) it says that the PAC get 
this annual work schedule and they have to approve it 
with respect to site-specific prescriptions. 

Now, you see I read all that and I said 
what that says to me - and it may be the words don't 
necessarily reflect the intent that -- your intent - 
but I read that and it says that this stuff is given to 
the PAC, no AWS gets issued unless they approve it and 
if there is any unresolved formal objection to the AWS. 

Now, that seems to me to be giving a veto 
power, the way it's written, to the local citizens 
committee. Now, is that the intent? 

A. No. The intent I believe is 
explained through 107, 108 and 109 with the associated 
rationales. 


Q. Well, what if the formal objection to 
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the AWS -- let's say the objection is not an amendment, 
it's not the subject matter that requires an amendment, 
it's an objection, it's an objection which is filed. 

It might even be a frivolous objection. 

The way this is worded it says, that 
until that's resolved the annual work schedule doesn't 
get issued. Now, that's the way it reads to me. Is 
that the way it reads to you? 

A. Yes, that's how it reads to me. 

Q. Fine. Now, was that the intent? 

A. No, I believe that, again, the intent 
is explained in the following terms and conditions and 
the rationales. 

Q. All right. Let me just take a look. 

MR. FREIDIN: Madam Chair, it's the lunch 
time. Maybe I could take a look at them over the lunch 
break. 

Notwithstanding this is taking longer 
than I thought, we still will finish this afternoon. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank A Mr. Freidin. We 
will be back at 1:30. 

---Luncheon recess at 12:00 p.m. 
---On resuming at 1:30 p.m. 
MADAM CHAIR: Please be seated. 


Mr. Freidin. 
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MR. FREIDIN: Q. Dr. Quinney, I want to 
deal with the issue of amendments and hopefully do so 
very briefly. 

If you've still got your terms and 
conditions open at page 18 where we were dealing with 
the annual work schedule terms and conditions, you go 
on and you speak about administrative amendments to 
term and condition 108, and then if you turn the page, 
you talk about certain situations where you have a 
major amendment. 

And what you've said in term and 
condition 109, starting in the third line, is that: 

"A major amendment shall be deemed to 

occur where...", and then you go on and 
list a number of situations here. 

The questions that I want to ask you 
about is the idea that you have introduced here of 
certain situations being deemed to be a major amendment 
as opposed to dealing with it on a case-by-case basis. 

And the situation, for instance, where 
you've said -- No. (ii) where it would be deemed to be 
a major amendment would be: 

"Where the site-specific prescriptions 

for a priority site need to be adjusted." 


I looked at that and your priority site 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 63169 
cr ex (Freidin) 


is one where, in fact, you have a value, it's an area 
of concern created, there is no mandatory prescription 
so you have to develop one? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Right. 

Q. Or you deviate from the mandatory 
prescription; right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So I said to myself: Well, the way 
this is written that means that if you had a modified 
prescription, you didn't follow the mandatory 
prescription in an area of concern, and then actually 
got out there and said: Oh oh, we can't modify this, 
we've got to go back and do the mandatory prescription 
Or something more stringent than what you had 
Originally specified, you would be into a major 
amendment process the way this is written; is that 
right? You would be changing the prescription ina 
site? 

A. We are calling for a major amendment 
if the site-specific prescription has to be adjusted. 

Q. Right. And I'm saying sometimes you 
can adjust it, it can become even more stringent, and 
I'm saying in that situation it would make more sense 
to me that you'd say it's more stringent than what we 


actually allowed, we don't really need a major 
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amendment, we can do that under an administrative 
amendment. 

And if you agree with me -- I'm just 
concerned about you having an approach that says, in 
this situation it's got to be major. I'm concerned 
about that because when you say it's major, there's a 
lot of process requirements attached to that. 

And do you have any, put it this way -- 
comment on this. I think it's unreasonable to have an 
amendment process where you in advance say these 
particular situations must be major amendments. Can 
you comment on that proposition? 

A. I don't think that that's 
unreasonable. 

O.. * Yourthink yourcould)=—— 

A. What we're asking for is, in 109, 
there are already major criteria for major amendments 
and we're simply asking that this be one of the 
additional criteria. 

Q. But in the example I gave where you 
had a priority site that needed to be adjusted, you 
went into an area and you said: Look it, I don't -- 
initiallyJyoussaid<:9 | iemince going to follow the 
mandatory prescription because I don't think I have to, 


it would become a priority site; is that correct? 
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A. Sorry, would you repeat that for me? 

Q. You've got a heron rookery. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Let's say there's a specific 
prescription that says in this situation you should 
have a buffer of 120 metres, you go in there and you 
say: Look it, I don't think we have to do that, I think 
in that situation 90 is all right, we can provide some 
modified harvest in the area, it would become a 
priority site; isn't that right? 

A. "A value shall be declared a priority 

site where the value is potentially 

affected and an appropriate guideline or 
design manual has not been prepared or 
approved, or for which the proposed site 
prescription deviates--" 

O,or Right. 

A. "“--accepted practice due to 

site-specific conditions." 

Q. Right. And the example I'm giving 
you is where it was originally 120 metres, you deviated 
because you said 90 metres with modified harvest, so it 
would be a priority site by definition? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Now, if you went out to the site and 
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you wanted to change that and you said conditions are a 
little different and what I want to do is I want to put 
a 120-metre no-cut reserve on that. 

A. Even more stringent. 

Q. Yes. It would seem unreasonable or, 
you know, impractical to have to go through a whole 
major amendment process with the number of public 
consultation processes which are involved and getting 
all the soliciting input -- 

A. If the deviation, the solution to the 
deviation is even more stringent than what the Original 
proposal was. 

Q. Yeah. 

A. I agree with you. 

Q. All right. So whatever we do we 
don't want to have a term and condition which -- if the 
result of deeming certain situations to always be a 
major amendment can result in this sort of impractical 
Situation that we're talking about, we wouldn't want to 
have a term and condition like that? 

A. In the example you gave, yes. 

Q. Okay. 

A. We would want to avoid that. 

Q. Okay. Featured species. Exhibit 


2096. 
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A. What is 2096? 

Q. That's your analysis. Do you have 
that? 

A. I will in a moment. 

MADAM CHAIR: Excuse me, where are we, 
Mr. Freidin? 

MR. FREIDIN: 2096, it was the 
explanation about how the four species were chosen. 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes, I have that now. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. I think the first 
question will be the easiest one for you. Table 6.2 it 
says on the very first page. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes. 

Q. And is there any significance to it 
being«6.2,0i1s. that s-— 

A. Well, there's a 6.1 in the witness 
statement. 

Q. Oh, it's the witness statement. 
Okay. I told you it would be easy. Let's go to the 
next page. You have the definition of criteria rates. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who developed the criteria? 


A. Excuse me. I did with assistance 


‘from various people. 


Q. Were those people OFAH members or 
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would they extend beyond OFAH? 

A. Extend beyond OFAH. 

Q. Who was involved in designing the 
criteria rating to each species? | 

A. The ratings? 

O° "Yes; 

A. Okay. Well, again, that was me in 
conjunction with my staff and others. 

Q. Were there lots of other people 
involved or a few? 

A. Well, I would say a few, but we based 
these ratings on, for example, discussions with a lot 
of people we've had over the years. 

Q. Okay. Can you give me the names of 
the people who were involved? 

A. In terms of my staff? 

Q. No, in doing the ratings. There were 
only a few. 

A. In discussing the ratings beyond my 
staff, Mr. Hanna would be an sreibTe 

Q. Okay. Anybody else? 

A. Outside of my staff, in terms of the 
specifics, Mr. Hanna. 

Q. All right. And in terms of your 


staff, who? 
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A. MrEd Reid. 

Q. Who else? 

A. That would be it. Ed is our wildlife 
biologist with us. 

Q. So those are the people inside 
andoutside who were involved in developing or assigning 
the criteria rating to each species? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And are those the same people who 
were involved in developing the criteria themselves? 

A. Ah, Ed didn't play, that is, Ed Reid 
did play something of a role in the criteria, but 
certainly not as large. 

Q. So the criteria themselves then were 
developed then primarily by you and Mr. Ed Hanna? 

AG eeves; that's fair to say’. 

Q. Thank you. Can you turn to page 23, 
please. Now, on that page you have the evaluation 
factors, then you talk about alternative weightings in 
the second sort of -- description of basic alternative 
weightings. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. Can you just describe for me what 
that means? I mean, I know I asked you questions about 


ratings and weightings, but that's just jargon to me. 
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A. Yes. 

Q. What does that mean, and is it 
possible for you to as well - maybe you could do this 
at the same time - take us through any particular 
species, take moose on page 24, and take us through 
this document and tell us how you got the species 424 
and the rank 1, all right? 

A. Yes, I will. No. 1, just as a little 
reminder, a rate is an exact value that has been 
assigned to a criterion, and that was earlier on I 
guess page 2. 

Then in the weighing, what I've done then 
in the weightings is, weightings are the importance 
technically attributed to a criterion, the importance 
being attributed to a criterion relative to another 
criterion. 

OF EO. <i 

A. So, let me continue. 

Q. Yes. 

A. Now, the goal here is to establish a 
ranking, and as I point out, for each forest region one 
generalist featured species plus one specialist 
featured species was desired to ensure that dah, dah, 
dah, dah, dah, dah, as a result species in both forest 


regions were first sorted by their habitat affiliation, 
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that is factor 6, and you'll remember factor 6 was 
specialist and generalist. 

Q. Whoa, whoa, whoa. No, no, no, you're 
going too fast. 

A. Criterion 6. 

Q. All right. That's the problem. 

A. And then each species was then ranked 
within each sort -- each species was then ranked within 
each sorted group based on the remaining criterion. 

Q. Right. Then that particular grouping 
then based on factor 6 is what led you to have -- 

MR. MARTEL: Can you tell us where the 6 
figure is? 

DR. QUINNEY: Yes Back in Table 6.2, No. 


6, specificity of habitat requirements, you're either a 


‘specialist or a generalist. 


MR. MARTEL: Okay. 

DR. QUINNEY: And so what I'll do -- 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. And where that shows up 
then is, if you turn to page 24, for the boreal forest 
you see right at the top in the second line, iyeveseul 
forest generalist, so the all the species you have on 
page 24, 25 fall into that category of generalists, and 
then if you go on -- continue with boreal forest on 


page 26, we get into the other category of 
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specialists-- 

A. Right. 

Q. --on page 26 and 27. 

A. Right. 

Q. And you did the same thing for the 
Great Lakes/St. Lawrence. 

Awa) Right. 

Q. Now, once you've got those groups, 
what do you do? 

A. All right. Okay, once you've got 
those groups, then let's take just as an example 
alternative 3, we'll do a particular species, emphasis 
on socio-economic return, then for each of the 
criterion, 1 to 9, I placed a weight based on emphasis 
on socio-economic return. 

1A, again, the interpretation of weights, 
1 being highest importance, 5 being lowest importance. 
So I've assigned a weight to each of the criteria. 

QOn§ Ald right<9Alustwso I understand it 
then, if you take alternative 3-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --and we go across the top of the 
page, I'm looking at page 23, criterion 1A-- 

A. Yes. 


Q. --we have to have our finger on page 
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1, right, that's where you have the criterion listed? 

A. To know what 1A is. 

Q. Yes. 

A. Yes. 

Q. So if you want to read this in 
relation to factor 1A, which is really criteria 1A, the 
level of existing knowledge of habitat you're saying 
that you would give that a weight of 3 if in fact you 
are, what, trying to attributable the -- now, explain 
that, what it means? 

A. What I'm going to end up doing is 
Simply multiplying a rate by a weight to get a range. 
And here's a weight, so I'm going to multiply that 
weight 3, okay, by the rating, okay, for 1A for a 
particular species. So let's say it's marten -- 

Q. Let's use moose, it's the first one 
right on the very next page so we're not going to move 
around a lot. 

A. Okay. Okay. So what I did for 
moose -—- 

Q. Where are you looking? 

A. Well, I'm still on page 23 because 
you want to know how I ended up with a rank of 1 for 
moose. And what I did for each of those categories 1A, 


1B through 9, where the weights are shown under 
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alternative 3, I multiplied the rate associated with 
moose in the boreal forest from the earlier tables, 
that is, you'll recall that there were a series of 
tables, for example, forest region, boreal; species, 
there were the factors which were other criterion, and 
then there were numbers associated with each, and those 
are the rates. 

Q. Now, you're going to have to go very 
slowly here because you start giving these numbers and 
I get very confused. 

Could you, uSing moose as the example, 
starting with criteria rates No. 1A which is on page 2, 
all right, tell me what you did with that and what you 
multiplied -- how you then took the weightings and 
applied them to the ratings and came up with the 
numbers that we have on page 24 for moose? 

A. Okay. On page 4 under 1A moose 
you'll see the No. 1, that's the rate for moose. 

Q. All right. That is the rate you 
asSigned to category or criteria 1A? 

A. For moose. 

Q. Okay. 

ALay That’ se 

Q. Right. 


A. I'm going to multiply that by the 
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weight in alternative No. 3 under 1A which is 3. 

Ore Right. 

A. 3 times 1, the rate times the weight 
of. time, 3a ska. 

O. That’ I can follow: 

A. And I'm going to do that for each of 
the categories, and then I'm going to sum them up and 
that will give me a score, and that score -- 

Q. Well, hold on, hold on. All right, 
that. score, isi-- 

A. Is shown on page 24. 

Q. All right. Now, do you take the 
rates for moose that you have 24 and multiply it by the 
various weights that you for alternatives 1, 2 and 3? 

A. Except you do those alternatives 
separately. They are different scenarios. 

Q. So you take, for instance, 
alternative No. 1 on page 23 and you would multiply 1 
times 1, 2 times 1, 2 times 1, 1 times 1, 3 times 1 
across the page to come up with a aylnleiere Es ecnat 
right? 

A. Correct. 

Q. And you would do it again following 
horizontally across the alternative 2 line? 


A. Correct. 
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Q. And the same for the alternative 3 
line? 

A. Correct. 

Q. And you come up with a big number, a 
number ? 

A. Yes, you come up with a score. 

Q. Now, the score iS going to be -- just 
doing it that way, is going to be certainly more than 
24. I mean, if you just look at the numbers for 
alternatives 1, 2 and 3 if you multiply every one of 
those numbers by 1, you would have a lot bigger number 
than 24. So how did you come up with 24? 

Ato@ 248refersi-— 

Q. And I'm not trying to be silly here I 
just don't understand this. 

A. 24, species score, is referring to 
alternative 1 only, okay. You'll see on page 24 there 
are three categories, weighing alternative 1 which is 
the cost effectiveness, weighting alternative 2 which 
is reliability, weighting alternative 3 socio-economic 
return. 

Q. Okay. 

A. Those are the three separate 
alternatives. So under alternative 1 to get a score of 


24, to ee 
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Q. Oh, I see, I see. It's because on 
page 24 we've got three boxes here, weighting for 
alternative 1, weighting for alternative 2. 

A. “Yes. 

Q. Got it. Okay, thank you. 

A. And then the total score, the lowest 
total score is going to establish a range. It's as 
simple as that. 

Q. I wish that was the rule of games I 
play, but... 

MR. STEWART: A. We could get into 
those. 

Q. No. All right. I think that helps 
me with that. Now, let's deal with -- that's page 23, 
description of basic alternative weightings, and you've 
got the weighting being based on three criterion, cost 
effectiveness, reliability, socio-economic return? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. AS examples. I mean 
-- yes. I mean, you could come up with different. 
alternatives. 

Q. No, no. I want to know theoretically 
are these -- these are the criterion you used to in 
fact weight the rates to come up with your score and, 
therefore, your ranking; is that right? 


A. Yes, that's right. And, again, the 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 63184 
cr ex (Freidin) 


purpose of this exercise is, again, even under these 
different scenarios, even under these different 
scenarios, the same species keep coming out on top. 

Q. Yeah, all right. You're telling 
megs 

A. In other words, moose and marten in 
the boreal forest, deer and pileated woodpecker in the 
St. Lawrence. 

Q. I'm not so worried about the results 
as I am about how you came up with the results. 

Now, you've selected three criteria for 
the purposes of your weightings and those are the ones 
you used in this analysis, cost effective, reliability 
and socio-economic return; is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What do you mean by cost 
effectiveness, and why did you use that as a basis of 
asSigning weight? 

A. Well, that goes back to my, I believe 
it was Panel 6, evidence in terms of the purpose, okay, 
the ultimate purpose of choosing to select eats to 
feature and there were several. For example -- 

Q. All right. Stopping there. In panel 
No. 6 do we find a listing of the cost effectiveness a, 


number of factors under cost effectiveness. If it's 
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there, I don't want to go back and go over that 


evidence. 


63185 


A. No, Mr. Freidin. What you saw in the 


witness statement in Panel 6 and in answers to 


interrogatories, you saw a complete explanation for why 


we believe it is important to feature species for 


Management and there were several, and that is what I'm 


referring to. 

Q. Is cost effectiveness defined 
anywhere in Panel 6 or in any of the material you 
provided to us? 

A. No, I guess it's not. 

Q. Okay. Is reliability provided or 
defined for us in Panel 6 or in any of the material 
that you provided to us? 

A. No. 

Q. Is socio-economic return described 
Panel 6 or in any of the documentation that you 
provided to us -- defined for us? 

A. No. 

OreeAl le rightiwed testpretcty hard to 
figure out or analyse your analysis if we don't know 
that. Would you agree with that? 

A.me Weld, no7e [ewouldn*t.. Again) -- 


Q. Why not? 
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A. The purpose of the exercise is, 
again, to show that the species the Coalition has 
chosen to be featured, chosen them to be featured for 
several reasons, that they are good choices, good 
choices for several reasons. 

Q. But, Dr. Quinney, if the rank is what 
dictates whether it's the best species or down in the 
middle or the lowest, is the basis on which you chose 
the species in question -- and that was the basis; am I 
correct? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And if in fact the rank is affected 
by the weights that you ascribe to the various criteria 
that you've identified here, and that is what happened; 
is that not correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Then surely it's important to know 
what the weightings are, like what it means to say that 
you weighted based on cost effectiveness, to determine 
whether in fact you have carried out an analysis that 
one agreed with or not. 

Now, would you agree with that? 

A. If it will assist? you -- 

Q. No, no. Can you agree that if I want 


to carry out an analysis - not me somebody else - to 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63187 


cr ex (Freidin) 


figure out whether they agreed with your ranking, it 
would be essential for them to know what you meant by 
cost effectiveness, reliability and socio-economic 
return, because those are the weighting factors which 
you use for the purposes of weighing your numbers which 
ultimately led to your ranking. 

MR. O'LEARY: Madam Chair -- 

MR. FREIDIN: Well, wait. Now, I want -- 

MR. O'LEARY: Dr. Quinney was about to 
answer your question and you interrupted him before he 
even had a chance to get started because you presumed 
he wasn't going to answer it in the way you wanted him 
to. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. Answer the first 
question then, Dr. Quinney. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. What I was going to say 
was, if it would assist MNR, if I can go away and 
provide that additional information to you, I mean, I 
thought it was transparent, but I'll provide -- 

Q. Well, it's transparent in that I 
looked and saw right through it and didn't see 
anything. 

MR. MARTEL: Have you seen such a rating 
system anywhere else? 


DR. QUINNEY: I've seen this type of 
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exercise done, but never with reference to, for 
example, what we're talking about here, featured 
species, quite right. But in other disciplines -- 

MR. MARTEL: Other places use featured 
species. How do they arrive at these, by this type of 
rating system, or just what the needs are? 

DR. QUINNEY: Well, that's a good 
question. 

MR. STEWART: Would you like me to add 
what I know because we have done this exercise. 

MR. MARTEL: Yes. 

MR. STEWART: And the exercise that was 
done in Saskatchewan was similar in intent but it was 
done by members of the Ministry, by members of the 
Canadian Wildlife Service, by people from the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service and by the steering committee and 
technical committee people who contribute to the 
Saskatchewan Forest Habitat Project, and we developed a 
Similar type of a system, but I think we put a little 
bit more emphasis on what we jveued needs to be and 
came up with a short list of 10 species. 

And we had done an exercise and I have it 
here with me that was tying those species to habitats 
and what other features we used, vegetation 


association, stand age, but we also had information on 
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the population status, trapping value, subsistence 
value, hunting value, aesthetic value, information 
value, et cetera, all the information that was 
available for those, we came down to a process where we 
essentially voted as professionals on what species 
would be the ones most suitable to reach the objectives 
in Saskatchewan. Moose and pileated woodpecker fell 
outeofsthatelist’: 

And in a value rating system red 
squirrels came above pileated woodpeckers, but because 
of the group of people that were participating in the 
selection there was a strong interest among the 
professionals to have pileated woodpecker instead of 
red squirrels. Now, those types of things happen. 

- MARTEL: But you had -- 


FREIDIN Mr. Martel -- 


5 5 5 


- MARTEL: Go ahead. 

MR. FREIDIN: I'm not going through this 
to question -- at least my purpose at the moment is not 
to question using this approach, what I'm trying to do 
is, I'm saying let's assume for the moment that this 
approach is a valid one, I just want to understand what 
it means. 

And you've agreed that the weightings, 


the factors that you used for weightings can influence 
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the ultimate number or ranking, and I want you to tell 
me —- and I would be surprised if you can't tell me 
right now, Dr. Quinney - what cost effectiveness means 
in the context of developing these weightings? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Well, what I would want 
to do, Mr. Freidin, is review again the ultimate 
purpose why we are choosing these featured species. 

In order to give you the best answer to 
that question, I want to review those reasons, because 
there were several, and put that to paper. It would be 
a mistake for me to try and do that, now. It's been 
some time since I read the Panel 6 witness statement. 

Q. What do you mean by socio-economic 
return. Can't tell me? 

A. Yeah, sure. 

Q. Emphasis on socio-economic return, 
what does that mean? 

A. It means emphasis on return to the 
public, the socio-economic value return received by 
choosing those species to feature. 

Q. And what were the criteria you used 
to judge value, or pardon me, return? 

A. For example, consumptive value. 


Q. Anything else other than consumptive 


value? 
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A. Well, I would have to go back and 
check. 

Q. Come on, Dr. Quinney. 

A se leamonotatnyings tos-— 

Q. All right. Are you telling me -- all 
right. Did you consider any non-use values when you 
determined socio-economic return, or did you just look 
at the amount of money that gets spent on consumptive 
use such as hunting? 

A. No, no. It clearly -- for example, 
viewing, which could be considered a non-use value, 
viewing I consider to be part of socio-economic return, 
yes. It didn't have to be just consumptive value. 

Q. Is there any more information you can 
give me that would help me in understanding this 
SEER: going back and -- 

A. I don't believe so. 

Q. Were the ratings subjective? 

A. I believe here I was using my 
professional judgment as a biologist, and I believe 
that these results are replicable; in other words, if 
they were given to another biologist, these ratings, 
they would come out with the same results. 

Q. Does that mean the answer to the 


question was, yes, that they are subjective, or does it 
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mean that the answer is, no, they're not subjective? 

A. That the rates... 

Q. Are the ratings subjective. ‘Now, you 
said somebody else could do the exercise and come out 
with the same thing. 

A. I don't believe so. I believe they 
are objective. 

Q. Objective, thank you. Are they a 
matter of interpretation? 

A. I don't think so because, as I said, 
if you provided this to another biologist I believe 
they would come up with the same conclusion. 

Q. I understood that one of the things 
that you relied on was the review of existing 
literature. 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are you telling me that it doesn't 
matter what biologist you gave all that same literature 
to, they would come up with the same opinion as you; is 
that what you're saying? 

A. In terms of these rates that you see 
on page 2, uSing those rates to develop the tables 
starting on page 4, yes, I do. That, again, it's 
replicable. If you gave it to somebody else they would 


come up with the same results. 
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Q. Well, you're confident that every 
biologist in the province if they were given the same 
literature to review and read it they would give the 
same ratings to each of the criteria that you've set 
out pages 2 and 3. That's what you're telling me. 

A. Largely, yes. 

Q. Largely, yes. 

A. They're not going to come up with 
completely different results. 

Q. So it's subjective then, it's not 
objective, it's subjective. Your view is your, 
unscientific opinion, you didn't conduct a poll; is 
that you believe that most biologists would come up 
with the same ratings but some would come up with 
different ones? 

MR. O'LEARY: Are you admitting that our 
polls were scientific in Panel 2? 

DR. QUINNEY: Mr. Freidin, if they used 
the literature that I did they would come to the same 
conclusions. 

Now, obviously an individual biologist 
might -- with additional information might come up with 
slightly different results under a certain category, 
but essentially, no. 


MR. FREIDIN: Q. What if they weren't as 
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smart as you, Dr. Quinney, they might come up with a 
different opinion. Isn't that true; they may interpret 
the literature differently, come up with a different 
interpretation. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. I don't think so. 

Q. And if they were smarter than you 
they might come up with a different interpretation. It 
doesn't make -- never mind. 

Do you think that some biologists might 
argue that the habitat knowledge of songbirds is higher 
than for marten? 

A. Would you repeat that? Did you say 
some songbirds, a songbird? 

Q. No. Would you agree that some 
biologists might argue that the habitat knowledge for 
songbirds is higher than that for marten? 

A. Madam Chair, Mr. Martel, there are -- 
in the area of the undertaking there might be a hundred 
species of, a hundred species of songbirds. So he's 
asking me, would some biologists say we know more about 
the habitat requirements of all these 100 compared to 
the habitat requirements of marten, and I don't believe 
they would. 

Now, there might be a particular 


songbird, for example, something very well studied like 
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a white throated sparrow, where our knowledge of 
habitat requirements might be on the same level as that 
of marten, but I wouldn't say that the whole songbird 
family. 

Q. Okay. Would some argue that habitat 
knowledge for snow-shoed hares is higher than for 
Marten or moose? 

A. That would be a site-specific call. 
Again, this weighting or rating system is based on 
choosing species to be featured over the entire area of 
the undertaking. 

But there's no doubt that there would be 
specific locations across this country where a 
biologist, for example, in Saskatchewan at a particular 
location in Melville may know the habitat requirements 
of snow-shoed hares better there than marten in that 
particular location. That's a site-specific call. 

Q. And the last question of this nature, 
do you think some Hiwicgiets might believe that ruffed 
grouse and spruce grouse are SeRORSLY as apposed to 
weakly dependent on forest structure? 

A. There may be. 

Q. If they had differences on those -- 

AWe Didyyouesays—— 


Q. Two biologists differed on the items 
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that I'm referring to, they might come up with 
different ratings on those particular subject matters; 
right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Thank you. In what way is ecological 
importance reflected in your ranking criteria? 

A. I'm not sure I understand your 
question because the purpose of this exercise -- one of 
the purposes of this exercise is to choose ecologically 
important species to feature with regard to forest 
structure in the two major forests in this province. 

Q. Dr. Quinney, term and condition 121, 
your term and condition 121. We're talking about 
effects monitoring for localized impacts. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And my concern about this term and 
condition is the use of the word approval in the last 
line again. It says in the last sentence: 

"The selection of representative sites 

shall be circulated to the PAC for their 

comment and approval prior to 
implementation." 

When you use approval, are you using that 
for their input and advise or do you really mean 


approval in the sense that you need agreement by the 
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PAC or the local citizens committee to those sites 
before you can actually implement the monitoring 
program? 

A. Agreement. 

Q. You mean agreement? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What expertise does the local 
citizens committee have to make or be the ultimate 
decision-maker in effect on a scientific matter such as 
where in fact you might go and sample on a 
representative basis? 

A. I don't believe anywhere in our terms 
and conditions have we ever said that the PAC will be 
the ultimate decision-maker of anything. 

What we have said is that if, for 
example, 60 per cent don't agree on some aspect, then 
there should be some kind of third party hearing. 
That's what we're asking for. 

QO.) @Even: onman-—jiwell, “first ofall, 
would you agree that the decision as to which sites 
would be representative in relation to any particular 
cause/effect relationship is a technical matter? 

Anwncess : 

QO; Do’ you think that it's reasonable to 


have a process where a group of lay people can, in 
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fact, get involved in that kind of decision and run up 
a series of in-house appeals and bump-up on that kind 
of technical issue? 

A. I think people are reasonable. 

Q. People are reasonable, but people 
also have limited knowledge of certain things. And 
getting back to my sort of general concept that 
somewhere along the way in any public planning process 
you have got to say: Stop, we have got the public 
input, we have heard you, we will explain how we took 
into account what you said, but you don't have 
approval, I mean, we will make the decision and, I 
don't know, maybe I don't understand this. 

A. I would still say that our term and 
condition No. 79, which as I've said is being revised, 
has never said the PAC will have ultimate 
decision-making authority over anything. 

MADAM CHAIR: Dr. Quinney, on the matter 
of monitoring sites, I was a little surprised to hear 
you say that the selection of such sites only have 
scientific reasoning behind them. 

I would think that there would be certain 
Sites that the local citizens committee would ideally 
be in a position to suggest that they be monitored, 


contentious sites for which the public has some very 
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strong feeling that something has got to be done in 
that location, and set aside the science of it, you 
know, it wouldn't always be a scientific exercise. 

DR. QUINNEY: I agree with you, Madam 
Chair, and I apologize. I am obviously tired, and I 
agree with your statement, you're right. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. My question was 
directed to representative sites, representative in the 
sites in the sense of determining cause/effect 
relationships. I wasn't talking about a particular hot 
issue or a particularly sensitive -- one particular 
sensitive site, I'm talking about this idea of 
representative sites, and I... 

MR. MARTEL: Mr. Freidin, can I ask a 
question. 

Dr. Quinney, in how many ways does 79 
kick in? In how many other terms and conditions do you 
have that, in fact, 79 can kick in and call a halt to 
everything until an agreement is reached? 

I mean, Mr. Freidin's pointing them out. 
If one looks at 79 in isolation that's one thing, but 
if one were to total them all up, how many places and 
in how many ways could 79 halt the whole process for a 
while or send something to an EA or some form of third 


party arbitration? Have you done that analysis? 
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It isn't just 79, when you look at it in 
isolation. Just being one after another are being 
picked up here as to where 79 can kick in, and I would 
certainly like to know all of them, not five or six, 
but every one that 79 can kick in somehow. 

MR. O'LEARY: Can we respond to that? 

MR. MARTEL: Sure. I'm certainly waiting 
for an answer. 

MR. O'LEARY: I don't know if I can 
respond to all of your questions. 

MR. MARTEL: There's really only one. 

MR. O'LEARY: I beg your pardon. 

MR. MARTEL: There's really only one 
question. 

MR. O'LEARY: Well, you would like us to 
identify where 79 will, when it's ultimately amended, 
have some impact. 

MR. MARTEL: Yes. 

MR. O'LEARY: And I take you, Mr. Martel, 
to 79 because the intent of it will remain the same, 
and it says: 

"Where a majority of the PAC members do 

not approve either the proposed timber 

management plan or a proposed major 


amendment...", those are the 
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circumstances in which a referral will be made. 

MR. MARTEL: But wait just a second. If 
we look at 121, and I think Mr. Freidin asked the 
question: 

"The selection of representative sites 

shall be circulated to the PAC for their 

comments and approval...", and Mr. 
Freidin asked if approval meant that they had to get 
the 60 per cent before -- 

MR. FREIDIN: I said whether you need 
agreement. 

MR. MARTEL: Yes. 

MADAM CHAIR: He said agreement. 

MR. MARTEL: And Dr. Quinney said you had 
to have agreement, but if you don't have agreement and 
60 per cent said no, then that 79 could kick in, I 
think, if I understand what Dr. Quinney was Seana) 
And I think I need clarification on that. 

MR. O'LEARY: I may be able to help 
because we have referred, as of yesterday, to the 
internal review mechanisms. I thought that was of some 
assistance. 

And the position is that the 60 per cent 
bump-up applies only in those situations which are 


identified in Section 79. 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson,Stewart,Quinney 63202 


cr ex (Freidin) 


121, you're looking for a comment and 
approval and, short of that approval, then you've got 
what I've been calling the internal review mechanism. 

Your other point, Mr. Freidin, was in 
respect of the annual work schedule, and as I read 109 
it says, in the alternative, and that's: 

"In the alternative to an acceptable 

solution to a formal objection, the 

planning team in consultation...", it 
doesn't say that they have to have the approval of the 
PAC: 

"The planning team in consultation with 

the PAC shall propose a solution...." 

Well, if the planning team said as 106 -- 
sorry 107(ii) says, that the objection was foreseen and 
decided upon during the five-year plan, they could then 
say that there's no need for a change and it could 
proceed. 

So I don't see it coming back to 79 in 
that situation either. | 

MR. FREIDIN: All right. Let me respond 
to that, Mr. Martel. Let me see if I can straighten 
this out with a few questions. 

Q. Do you agree that the purpose of 


your -- your bump-up clause says that when the timber 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63203 
cr ex (Freidin) 


Management plan or a major amendment sort of is in 
dispute you can have a bump-up; right, 79? 

"If 60 per cent of the PAC do not approve 

either the proposed timber management 

plan or a proposed major amendment, the 
entire timber management plan or that 
portion in dispute will be immediately 
and automatically dealt with in that 
fashion." 

That's what it says; right? Right? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. That's what it says 
right now. | 

Q. Okay, good, that's what it says. 

MR. O'LEARY: You're misinterpreting it. 

MR. FREIDIN: Let me ask the questions, 
please. 

Q. Is .it not part of your proposed 
timber management planning process that you have to 
identify and select monitoring sites, that's part of 
what you require in a plan? | 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes. 

Q. Right. And, therefore, somebody 
Might say: I don't like the representative sites that 
you've got, that's part of your plan, and under 79 if 


you get a 60 per cent majority now you can in fact, 
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that's a portion of the plan that's in dispute and it 


goes through this route? 


MR. O'LEARY: The working is clear. 


MR. FREIDIN: Well, that‘s what it says. 


MR. O'LEARY: That's not what it says. 


MR. FREIDIN: Well, Dr. Quinney -- I 


don't want your evidence, thank you. 


Q. Is that the intent or not? 


DR. QUINNEY: A. Well, I'm trying to 


assist the Board this week in saying, as 
this week, that term and condition 79 is 
hands. 

MR. MARTEL: Well, can you 
assurance that in the very near future a 


what I've raised can be provided so that 


I did earlier 


in counsel's 


give us some 
response to 


-- I mean, we 


really have to know if that thing kicks in in a number 


of areas and, quite frankly, my legal staff doesn't 


have time to run through all of these, so I have to 


rely on somebody's assurance that 79 means what 79 says 


and it doesn't affect 106 or 121 or 102 and 109. 


L just iwantuebars fication s£romeyvou,.. itis. 


could. 


MR. O'LEARY: I'm pleased to assist you 


in that regard, Mr. Martel and Madam Chair, and 


hopefully we can do it the same time that we file the 
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amendment to this and try and come up with a complete 
Isc. 

And I hope that also will satisfy some of 
your concern, Mr. Freidin. 

MR. MARTEL: Sure. 

MR. FREIDIN: Well, I will wait and see 
what you produce. I think we're going to be having to 
interpret your words maybe. 

Q. Okay, let's move on. I'm almost 
finished asking you questions, Dr. Quinney, you'll be 
happy to know that. Back in Panel 6-- 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --you talked about the 10 per cent 
rule? 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And you talked about the public would 
choose the rotation age and the oldest seral stage. Do 
you remember that? 

A. I never said that. I said that the 
decision on rotation age would be made on an FMU by FMU 
basis with the input from the public. 

Q. I need some interrogatories to 
continue this. I'll have to come back to this after 
the break. 


Priority sites. When you talk about a 
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mandatory prescription, Dr. Quinney, when you're 
talking about priority sites, if you want to just turn 
to term and condition 19, that's where you find all 
that discussion. 

Where you have priority sites defined in 
term and condition 22, which is on page 5 of your terms 
and conditions-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --the kind of prescription or 
direction, guidance, whatever you want to call it, you 
find in the fish habitat guidelines, it says in this 
Situation 90 metres or 60 metres, does that qualify as 
a mandatory prescription in your definition? 

A. I believe that would be an example. 

Q. Okay. And, as I understand it, what 
you're saying now is, in terms of the documentation 
that's required when you're doing area of concern 
planning - if you've got one of those situations, say 
it's a fish habitat situation and you say, in this 
Situation, they recommend 90, they put 90 in - in that 
Situation, as I understand your terms and conditions, 
you wouldn't have to provide an environmental analysis 
and a rationale and everything, you just say: I 
followed the guidelines because I found a situation 


which was specifically described in the guidelines; is 
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that right? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So... 

A. Yes, that's in the rationale for 21. 

O.sethatesethesrationalesfor +21. )'Okay. 
That's a value potentially affected by the timber 
Management activities in the five-year term. A 
specific prescription for each site shall be prepared 
uSing the appropriate design manual. 

So, were you here when Mr. Krowchuk or 
Dr. Krowchuk, I can't remember, in Panel 5 gave his 
evidence on watersheds and fish matters? 

A. No. 

Qs, All rightessThercel was-a particular -- 
he was given a very particular area of concern sort of 
dealt with that in the Red Lake plan, and he said he 
wouldn't have a job if he did an environmental analysis 
like that. 

What I'm saying is, in a case where, in 
fact, the prescription was one which basically came out 
of a mandatory kind of prescription, you wouldn't have 
to see one; in other words, it would be unreasonable 
for Mr. Krowchuk to say that if what he had in front of 
him was a prescription where they just assigned a 


90-metre reserve based on the fish habitat guidelines? 
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A. Sorry, I‘m lost: 

Q. All right. It's a matter of argument 
anyway. It would be unreasonable to expect to see an 
environmental analysis in that situation where, in 
fact, you were just applying a mandatory prescription-- 

A. Yes. 

Q. --which were set out in a guideline 
or a manual? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Okay. In relation to the fish 
habitat guidelines, could you turn to term and 
condition 177. Now, let me just confirm one thing with 
you, Dr. Quinney, before I ask you a question on these. 

Am I right that monitoring is an 
essential ingredient of what you've described as the 
adaptive management approach? 

A. Mm-hmm, yes. 

Q. And you've described that -- and 
you've emphasized local, what you call local effects 
monitoring? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Term and condition 178 talks about 
modification to the guidelines. I looked at the 
rationale. Look at the rationale, it says: 


"The OFAH is not proposing at this time 
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that the adaptive management approach be 

applied to timber management/fish 

habitat interactions." 

A. Yes. 

Q. "However, in the case of cumulative 

watershed impacts an adaptive management 

approach is warranted." 

Now, what is the practical significance 
of the first sentence? 

MR. O'LEARY: Well, I can tell you what 
the practical -- 

MR. FREIDIN: Whoa, whoa, whoa. Let me 
ask the witness -- 

MR. O'LEARY: It was intended to be 
amended. 

MR. FREIDIN: Oh, it's going to be 
amended? 

MR. O'LEARY: Yes. 

MR. FREIDIN: Don't you tell me how it's 
going to be amended. I want eradireness answers about 
these, not Mr. Outeaicyitet 

MADAM CHAIR: Let's listen to what the 
witness has to say, Mr. Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: Is it going to be changed? 


DR. QUINNEY: What's the question? 
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MR. FREIDIN: Q. What's the practical 
significance of saying that there will be no adapative 
management approach in relation to timber management/ 
fish habitat interactions, and if it's going to be 
amended, if you have knowledge that it's going to be 
amended, then you can work that into your answer 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Well, the rationale for 
178 does say when these draft terms and conditions were 
produced, it's not proposing at this time that the 
adaptive management approach being applied to timber 
management/fish habitat interactions. 

MADAM CHAIR: Excuse me, Dr. Quinney. 
Wasn't that also the position taken by Dean 
Baskerville? 

DR. QUINNEY: I would be surprised if 
that was the case. And what we're thinking of here is 
that in terms of a revision that, in fact, the time may 
very well have come that we can practice adaptive 
management with reference to timber management/fish 
habitat interactions, that since this term and 
condition was written we now think we may be in a 
position to move more quickly in that direction. 

Part of the reason -- well, yeah, yeah. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. What was it that caused 


you -- well, was this a recent decision that now you 
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feel that this approach can be applied to timber 
management/fish habitat interactions. Is that a fairly 
view of the Coalition? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Well, several months, 
several months -- 

Q. Several months. Can you tell me what 
it was that led you to the initial position set out 
here and what caused you to change your mind? 

A. Well, yes, that basically it was my 
understanding that unlike certain other guidelines that 
MNR has, that the fish habitat guidelines were 
mandatory and, therefore, we thought: Okay, well, the 
level of protection, because they're mandatory 
guidelines for now, would suffice. 

And it took us some time in discussing 
with the various people whether, okay, is that 
sufficient for now. Let's concentrate -- because we 
don't have any - how shall I say - comparable level of 
protection on the terrestrial side, let's concentrate 
on adaptive management and habitat supply analysis on 
the terrestrial side. 

The mandatory fish habitat guidelines 
should be okay, but in speaking to, like, a lot of 
experts that maybe the time has come to move to 


adaptive management on the aquatic side as well. 
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Q. All right. The guidelines haven't 
changed signed you had that initial discussion. What 
is it that -- the time has come, but why, why -- the 
guidelines have not been changed. Why-- 

A. Well, ideally-- 

Q. --now is now the time. What caused 
it to be become the time? 

A. I mine ideally we wanted to move to 
an AM, adaptive management approach on the aquatic side 
anyway, it was just a question of when. 

Q. All right. But what were the sorts 
of things -- why is it more advisable or more practical 
to do it now than it was when you first defined these 
terms and conditions. 

A. Well, from my own -- 

Q. Do people have more time, more money, 
what is it? 

A. Well, from my own perspective it's my 
understanding that, for example, the predictive tools, 
there are a lot of predictive tools out there Liesayn 
now in other jurisdictions where Ontario can use that 
experience, use those predictive tools and forecasting 
methods on this side of the equation now as well. 

Q. The tools though we heard about were 


things like RENs which were watershed level impacts. 
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A. That's one example. 

Q. What are the tools that have come 
along in relation to being applied to timber 
management/fish habitat interactions? I mean, What are 
those as distinct from... 

A. I can't give you a specific example, 
except if memory serves me, for example, when Dr. 
Thomas was here he spoke of this type of tool with 
reference to fish resources out in Oregon that are 
available now. 

Q. But that was in relation to watershed 
level impacts; wasn't it? My recollection. 

A. I would have to check the 
transcripts. 

Q. So let's just boil this down to where 
we are. The Coalition designed these terms and 
conditions and felt that the adaptive management 
approach was not necessary to apply that to timber 
mManagement/fish habitat interactions for the reasons 
you gave? 

A. At the time. 

Q. At that time. And that based on 
information and discussions with some experts you think 
now is the time to do that; is that right? 


A. That's why we are considering a 
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revision to 178. 

Q. Right. And you can't tell me or 
direct me specifically to what has changed and would 
justify or really explain the basis for the change in 
position other than to say, we have spoken to some 
people and they think it's the time? 

A. Yes, that's the best I can do right 
now. 

Q. Okay, thank you. Term and 
condition -- sorry, not terms and conditions, 
interrogatories, please, Forests for Tomorrow. 

MR. FREIDIN: And again, Madam Chair, I 
apologize, I don't have -- mine have the same page 
numbers. It's Forests for Tomorrow 5(b). 

DR. QUINNEY: Sorry, 5...? 

MR « ( FRELDIN:, #03, §5:6b)F as Tin «Bob 20ihi4,)72 

DR #sseQUINNEY ¢ anA. 9 £5(1b):2 

Q. Yes. 

MADAM CHAIR: That's page 13, Mr. 
Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: Thank you. 

MADAM CHAIR: In Exhibit 2129. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. Now, I believe I fairly 
characterized what has happened here in 5(b) is that 


you are speaking about the Panel 6 evidence where you 
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were talking about the four featured species in 
conjunction with your 10 per cent rule being your 
approach dealing with the biodiversity issue, and -- 

DR. QUINNEY: A. That's not a fair 
summary of the comprehensive approach that was being 
put forward in Panel 6. It wasn't just featured 
species, it wasn't just biodiversity, there were other 
Significant species as well, including locally 
Significant, rare, threatened and endangered. 

Q. Okay. With that qualification, you 
went down in (iii) here and you Say: 

"As a result of applying that approach, 

the landscape pattern of forest stands 

Peconprias a variety of patch 

sizes and --" 

A. Excuse me, could you show me where 
you are. 

O7-58854.D')?: 

MADAM CHAIR: It's on page 14, Dr. 
Quinney, response to 5. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. And Roman numeral 
(1 isi )% 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Yes. 

Q. It's prefaced by reference to Panel 


6, and then you say, just before the indented part, 
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however, some generic observations relevant to the 
Board's decision and your interrogatories can be made. 
Then you say in (iii): 

"The landscape Re eeeen of forest stands 

will comprise a variety of patch 

sizes and configurations designed to meet 

various needs and that will reasonably 

reflect the natural patterns inherent in 
the landscape." 

And could just describe for me what you 
mean by the natural patterns in terms of patch size and 
configuration? 

A. In terms of patch size and 
configuration? 

Q. Right. 

A. Sure. Those natural patterns would 
include, for example, the influence of fire, insects on 
the landscape, they would reflect -- natural patterns 
would also include the physiographic characteristics of 
those sites as well, for SE HEL, you know, moisture, 
nutrients, et cetera. 

Q. All right. This is ringing a bell 
with me from your Panel 6 evidence then. 

MR. FREIDIN: Madam Chair, this might be 


convenient time for a break. I wanted to deal with one 
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more question on biodiversity, and then I'm on to one 
of the other witnesses. 

And we're going to have to go like 
gangbusters somehow to finish by four, we'll finish 
today, I may have to ask for a bit of an extension. 
It's going much more slowly than I thought. 

MR. MARTEL: The plane leaves at 5:15. 

MR. FREIDIN: Pardon me? 

MR. MARTEL: The plane leaves at 5:30. 

MR. FREIDIN: Oh, well -- 

MR. MARTEL: I just thought I would 
remind you. 

MR. FREIDIN: Maybe we could take a short 
break. 

MADAM CHAIR: Yes. Let's take a 
10-minute break. 

MR. O'LEARY: Don't forget about me, I 
would like to have a fair opportunity for 
re-examination. | 
ey at 2:40 p.m. 

---On resuming at 2:50 p.m. 

MADAM CHAIR: Please be seated. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. Mr. Stewart, could you 
turn to the terms and conditions, Exhibit 1637, page 6, 


Arabics. 
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Now, that is where we find the discussion 
in relation to access roads. And in your 
evidence-in-chief, or maybe it was in 
cross-examination, you were talking about access roads 
sort of in a rotation. 

MR. STEWART: A. I'm sorry, you said 
Arabic 6. 

Q. Yes. 

MR. DICKSON: A. Page 6. 

Q. It's access roads, term and condition 
24 and thereafter. 

MR. STEWART: A. Oh, numeral six. Okay, 
I'm there. 

Q. When you were talking about the road 
system and, you know, projected it sort of through the 
rotation you were saying that it would be much less 
sort of detailed going into 40 to 50 years than it 
would be obviously for the five years; is that correct? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And I got the impression that when 
you were, you know, looking that far into the future 
you would -- can you just sort of tell me. 

I get the impression that you would be 
showing just the general location of sort of the areas, 


not even the location, so much as the areas which would 
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be accessed in 30, 40 and 50 years. 

A. Yes. We suggested there would be 
sort of a zone network that would be -- 

Q. All right. When you say a zone 
network, what does that mean in terms of actually 
showing a specific location. Do you mean it's showing 
a specific location where the road would go from zone 
to zone, or basically saying here's a zone where we 
will be in in 30 years and here's where we will be in 
40 years? I'm just trying to get a sense of the --? 

A. Zones where the wood supply would be 
there in the future, 40 years, 60 years, 80 years, 
based on a supply modeling. 

Q. Right. And then you say to people 
obviously if we are going to be there, we're going to 
have to put a road somewhere in there. 

A. We're suggesting that those are areas 
that there's likely to be roads in. 

Q. Right. And that's sort of the level 
of -- that's sort of detail that you feel is sufficient 
for the public to have in relation to that kind of a 
projection that far into the future? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. That was my understanding of what you 


said as well, and it was for that reason that I would 
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like to direct your attention to term and condition 29, 
and it says that: 
“The evaluation of alternative 
long-range...", and long range is defined 


in these terms and conditions basically as rotation, so 


it says: 
"The evaluation of alternative long-range 
access configurations shall follow the 
same basic procedure as described for 20 
and five-year access plans...", which we 
find down -- all right, pardon me: 


",.ewith the level of analysis 
commensurate with the level of detail of 
the plan." 

Now, what just told me is captured in 
terms of, you say that the level of analysis 
commensurate with the level of detail. But if we just 
take the words as they are written, and it says that 
you have to evaluate the alternative long-range access 
configuration to follow the same basic procedure 
prescribed for 20 and five-year access plans. 

If we go down to 30, we basically see how 
primary and secondary access roads shall be planned for 
five and 20, and it requires you to do a number of 


things such as use management strategies and 
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quantitative assessments. 

And I'm going to sort of hone in on 
CiLij® 

"A quantitative assessment of the net 

socio-economic benefits expected to be 

realized locally, regionally and 
provincially over the long range...", if 
29 means what it says: 

",...for each use management strategy 

considered for each alternative", 
obviously over the long range. 

Now, I mean, I've been sort of dubbed a 
word smith sometimes, But in this context I think it's 
important to do so from time to time. 

Do you agree with me that if you read 29 
in conjunction with 30, the way it's written, the level 
of detail with which long-range roads have to be 
planned and described, is much more detailed and 
onerous than the general description that you gave me 
earlier and which you said you felt was reasonable. 
It's just a matter of just what the words mean to you. 
That's how they read to me. 

A. I would refer you to the rationale 
for 29, and -- 


Osan Alaa raght. 2oOkay, Let's’ goto the 
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rationale. 

A. And obviously we're saying, clearly, 
however, the detail and precision of the plans will be 
less than that for shorter time frame plans. 

Q. Okay, but -- all right. Okay. Now, 
if you didn't have the rationale, the rationale then -- 
notwithstanding that's the rationale, the way 29 and 30 
read together, it tells you the degree of 
specificity -- well, first of all, it says you have to 
have alternate long-range access configurations. 

You told me that you don't even have to 
show an access configuration, you just show zones where 
you say we'll be up there harvesting and there'll be a 
road in Gyoee, «ietesss, when we get up there to 
harvest. 

Now, that level of detail is certainly 
much less onerous and much less detailed than having to 
show alternative long-range access configurations? 

A. If I tried to draw this out visually 
and we're using the types of tools that we've talked 
about in terms of wood supply models, habitat supply 
analysis, the level of analysis that is going on right 
now with respect to wood supply and timber management 
plans would allow us to have a very broad visual 


presentation of where the likelihood that wood supplies 
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will be in 40 years or 50 years. That is a very 
straightforward process and we can display those 
graphically. 

Q. That would be what would sort of help 
you with your zones; right? 

A. And we know where our roads exist 
right now with respect to those areas, and we know 


where our mills are located, and if we can demonstrate 


through the wood supply modeling and habitat supply 


analysis and these types of analysis where these 
resource benefits are going to be i 30 or 40 years, we 
could demonstrate very broad corridors into those 
zones. 

Q. But you told me earlier that it would 
be unnecessary to do so, it would be reasonable if you 
just indicated where you were going to harvest and that 
it was not necessary to show the actual location of the 
road on the ground. Now, that's what you said earlier. 

You know, I don't want you to feel that 
you have to -- you know, a oaeene from Saskatchewan 
as an independent expert. I don't think you should 
feel that you have to defend the specific perhaps 
additional requirements that the Federation are putting 
forward. ‘ 


Are you now changing your view as to what 
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the criteria are? 

A. Would it be fair to let Mr. Quinney 
answer that question? 

Q. Well, are you in any way changing 
your comment to me earlier, that showing zones without 
showing that actual road on the ground is a reasonable 
level of detail to provide to the public. That was 
what your earlier evidence was. Is that still your 
evidence? 

HolaPon.weel don sts Chink wanteyou.to 
talk to Mr. Quinney about it, I want your personal 
views aS an expert from outside of the jurisdiction. I 
don't want you to look at it and be influenced by a 
specific wording or difference that might exist on a 
piece of paper. 

MR. O'LEARY: They were looking at the 
terms and conditions, Mr. Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: Well, I know. I don't 
want -- I want his view quite irrespective of the terms 
and conditions and he told me what his view was and I 
want to know now whether he's changing his view, and if 
he's going to change his view, I will tell you what my 
next question will be is -- well, no. 

MR. STEWART: To be totally honest to the 


Board I would suggest that I -- this is not a major 
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with me, item. I don't think it's difficult to 


demonstrate general corridors. I don't think it is an 


absolute necessity to do that necessarily to fulfill 


what I consider to be broad objective management. 

The demonstration in my mind of where the 
wood supplies will be will be self-evident once they 
are projected and demonstrated. 

MR. FREIDIN: QR 'Goods *20Kay: 

MR. STEWART: A. The terms and 
conditions suggest that there would be a very general 
location where primary roads would be. 

Q. Okay. In your planning process that 
you put forward you got down -- after a lot of analysis 
and consideration down to where you said you do a 
detailed TMP, you do a detailed TMP it's on the 
righthand side, five or six or something. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. When you get down to actually doing 
the detailed timber management plan, are you 
proposing -- is the Coalition proposing that there be 
alternate areas identified for harvest. 

And just so you understand where I'm 
coming from, Mr. Stewart, right now you look at a 
fig cay ear plan and you'll see, you know, this block, 


this block and this block, three blocks, they're 
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allocated for harvest and the big discussion gets over, 
how do you get there, where are the areas of concern in 
there, what kind of operations are going to take place 
in there. 

Now, is it the Coalition's position that 
when you're doing a timber management plan that in 
addition to having those three, you should actually 
have -- show alternate squares so you should have area 
4, 5 and 6 and those three might be -- you go to those 
three areas instead of the first three areas, or you 
might be able to go to 1, 3 and 5 as opposed to aed 
and 6 and consider those kinds of alternatives? 

A. Are you asking me if it would be 
acceptable that alternative areas be shown in that 
process, that there may be stands in there specifically 
that could be harvested if required. 

Q. No, no. I'm saying, in terms of 
large areas, if you needed -- I want to know whether 
the process that you're putting forward, Dr. Quinney, 
and the Coalition is asking for -- I have some 
difficulty understanding many aspects of that process, 
but this is one that I'm particularly -- in the limited 
time we have left I want to try to deal with. 

The hypothetical I'm thinking about is 


you need 6,000 hectares in the five years. 
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A. Mm-hmn. 

Q. Somebody sits down and they have a 
bunch of -- they have some allocation criteria and they 
pick area 1, 2 and 3, 6,000, so 2,000 each, and then a 
plan is prepared about what is going to go on in 
there - part of the plan is choosing those areas - but 
is the Coalition saying you should also have additional 
areas saying: Well, instead of going to these three 
areas for this five years, we can go to those three 
areas, or -- and doing all the analysis with the roads 
and everything getting to those additional three areas 
Or are you not? 

A. I'm not following you very well. 
There is a preferred timber management plan that has 
been selected and I'm wondering -- can we... 

Q. Oh well -- 

MR. DICKSON: A. That's an exhibit, so 
be careful. 

Q. Okay. Let's say the square is the 
management unit and the road is coming up from the 
bottom, you want to allocate some areas for five years. 

MR. STEWART: A. Right. 

Q. And to apply an allocation criterion 
you say I want this block and I want this block and I 


want this block, and then what you do is you figure out 
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how you're going to get there by the roads, the 
alternative roads, you'd have stream crossings, areas 
off concern, they are developed through planning. 

Now, when you're doing your timber 
management plans, detailed timber management plan is it 
Or is it not a requirement of what you're putting 
forward - I just don't know - that if this gives you 
the wood you need, your 6,000 -- your 6,000-hectares or 
the volume, 6,000 cubic metres, would you also have to 
say: Well, gee, I better think about maybe an 
alternative way I can do it, but there's also another 
one, I can go there and I can go --- 

So what I'm showing is, you could go to 
these sort of diamonds to get it, you could go to the 
Squares to get it, or you could go to the circles to 
get it. 

I'm saying, is that a requirement of your 
process, that you have to -- that you show alternate 
areas allocated for harvest from which you can get the 
wood supply you need for the five years? 

The answer is no? You're shaking your 
head. The answer is no? 

A. No, it's not necessary to do that 
because. 


Q. Okay, thank you. 
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A. Because you're establishing 
objectives and you're trying to meet the objectives. 
You saw in the pileated woodpecker example that I went 
through, there was a great many choices that you would 
have in achieving that objective. 

Q. Thank you. Could we mark that as the 
next exhibit, Madam Chair. 

MADAM CHAIR: What do you want to call 
it, Mr. Freidin? 

MR. FREIDIN: Alternate allocations. 

MADAM CHAIR: Shall we give it an exhibit 
number. 

MR. FREIDIN: OkKay. 

MADAM CHAIR: Exhibit 2153. 

---EXHIBIT NO. 2153: Graphic; description of alternate 
allocations prepared by Mr. 
Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. I'd like no move on -- 

MS. SEABORN: Sorry, what was the 
number, Madam Chair? 

MADAM CHAIR: Exhibit 2153. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. Now, let's see if I can 
finish faster if I can get through this pile of paper 
here, Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. Stewart, do you know Jamie Benson? 


MR. STEWART: A. Sure do. 
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Q. Who is he? 

A. He's the Chief of Inventory in 
Saskatchewan, or Forest Planning. He's been in every 
role there, but he is an inventory person. 

Q. Do you know Larry Stanley? 

A. I sure do. 

Q. Who's he? 

A. He is Chief of Forest Management, I 
believe. 

Q. Okay. The project that you're 
involved in preparing that 20-year plan, that's the 
NorSask project -- 

Ao @COrrect. 

Q. NorSask Forest Products one? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Am I correct that that particular 
project could be described as a test case, it's the 
first kind of project or planning process of that 
nature? 

A. It's not a test case, no. That is a 
process that is primarily managed by the Department of 
the Environment. The request for the impact assessment 
comes through Environment not through Parks and 
Renewable Resources. It's the first time that the 


assessment has been applied to forest management. 
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Q. Right. And the assessment -- the 
first time that's ever been done in Saskatchewan at the 
moment is going to be somehow influenced by Exhibit 
2133, I believe, which is the Draft Project Specific 
Guidelines-- 

A. Correct. 

Q. --for the Preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And they're draft in the sense that 
they haven't been finalized by the government, they're 
out for public comment at the moment? 

A. They are being finalized by public 
review. They have been put out by the government, yes. 

_Q. Okay. Am I correct that this area 
where the -- like, the limits or the licensed area that 
this particular project applies to, the NorSask Forest 
Products Inc., I guess licence area? 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. There's no land use plan in existence 
in that area? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Am I also correct that when you were 
saying that this was a similar -- had similar sort of 


steps or was going to have similar sorts of -- 
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A. It's a Similar procedure. 

Q. Similarities between what was going 
to happen on the NorSask project-- 

AteeRight- 

Q. --and what was being recommended by 
the Coalition-- 

A. Correct. 

Q. --am I correct that your role in this 
is that you are the, sort of, the principal advisor or 
consultant to the forest company that has been given 
the obligation to respond to or to prepare the EIS? 

A. That's true. 

Q. Is it fair to say that the reason 
that there -- let me suggest to you, that the reasons 
that there may be some similarities between what's 
going to happen on this project and what's being 
proposed by the Coalition is really a matter of your 
interpretation or advice to this company as to how you 
feel they should go about dealing with preparing an 
EIS; in other words, you're saying I think you can 
satisfy what the government wants if you do it this 
way. It's more that than it's basically saying that 
that is explicitly required by thease draft guidelines? 

A. The Draft Guidelines and Environment 


Assessment in Saskatchewan require the proponent to 
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demonstrate what is being asked for in the guidelines. 
It is up to the proponent to determine how they wish to 
proceed with respect to that. 

Q. Right. So it might very well be that 
if a different consultants - and I'm not being 
critical - you've approached your task in a 
professional manner, you've looked at this and you feel 
it is reasonable for the proponent to approach this 
task using the approach you have advocated. I'm just 
saying, another consultant may take it and feel that a 
different approach might be equally acceptable? 

A. I would suggest that just about every 
other consultant would take a different approach. 

Q. Okay, thank you. 

MADAM CHAIR: It doesn't escape the 
Board's notice, Mr. Freidin, that you're always 
particularly nice to people from your home province. 

MR. STEWART: Oh, is he being nice to me. 

MADAM CHAIR: Believe it or not, Mr. 
Stewart. He likes people from Saskatchewan. 

MR. MARTEL: I was thinking Await going 
back there to run for something. 

MR. STEWART: ‘Well, you're welcome. 

I must make an addition to where you were 


going with those comments. 
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MR. FREIDIN: Q. Well -- 

MR. STEWART: A. The consultant does not 
make the decisions, the woodlands manager or the 
president of Mistik Management is responsible for 
making a decision to spend in terms of in excess of 
$2-million to get a product that he could have got 
clear the process for $500,000. 

Now, that's very clear in this. So there 
is clear recognition among the industry in that area 
that they need a process that will allow them to deal 
with the problems that they perceive are important to 
them, and they are these kinds of problems, and we face 
the same problems everywhere in the country. 

Ocmalhatussriaght: 

A. Okay. 

Q. And they've sought your advice on 
that and you've given it to them? 

A. That's correct. 

Q. I hope you're well paid for it too. 

Acpa@Aheer 

Q. Okay. You gave some evidence about 
the cost of GIS, and Mr. Cassidy may have touched on 
this. You gave some evidence about being able to do 
something for $25 per square kilometre and the Ministry 


document that dealt with Timmins said $300 per square 
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kilometre. 

A. Oh, no. I said that for $25 we could 
have a product that would allow us to achieve the basic 
things that I said were important to the process. 

QvreOkay. 

A. And that the Ministry had a number of 
other, maybe they had some other costs associated with 
theirs, but I said for $25 to $30, I think it was, or 
$25 per square kilometre, yes. 

Q. Okay. Now, could you tell me - I 
don't want to go into a lot of detail - assuming you 
had -- there is a GIS in the area you're talking about? 
Is there a GIS on this land area that, in fact -- 

A. What land area? 

Q. All right. I want to get some 
appreciation of what is involved in spending this $25 
per square kilometre. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Ovigincludingtall’ oftthepasort of the 
base that you start with. 

Awe Right. 

Q. And then I'm going to want to get 
some idea of your idea of what more is involved than 
what the Ministry described in that document, what 


you're suggesting is not necessary to start with. 
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A. I only referred to the Timmins plan, 
that I said that if I was putting together that 
information for the purposes of achieving the 
objectives of the terms and conditions, that those are 
the kind of costs $25 to $30 a square kilometre, that I 
believe that I can have the data product sitting there. 

Q. You say putting together that 
information. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. What information are you saying? 

A. The forest resource inventory. The 
forest inventory. 

Q. This is the information that you have 
to start CERN ay thice ises- 

A. You don't have anything to start with 
the. Let's say, we're naked, we're just getting 
dressed, all right, you want to put on the layers of 
clothing like a GIS system would. 

Q. Now, you're talking Saskatchewan 
language. 

As eRaicht. 

Q. Okay. 

A. I believe I gave evidence related to 
this. And do you want me to get the documents out and 


go through it again, would that help? 
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Q. Well, let me -- did you have base 
maps when you start with this process, when you spend 
the $25 per square kilometre? 

A. We started without base maps in an 
exercise that we did. 

Q. Did $25 per square kilometre involved 
the preparation of base maps? 

A. You don't have to have those quality 
of base maps to use GIS like that. You could use the 
1:15,000 provincial inventory, we could go into the Red 
Lake Plan and I could pull one of those out and Say: 
Here's the base that you can start with. 

Q. Well, you know something -- 

A. And that becomes the base. 

Q. Yes, okay. 

A. You register to whatever base you 
wish. 

Q. Just give me a minute, I think. I 
may have to deal with this ina different way. 

A. Well, you seen eaiiy have the luxury 
to select a base, right. 

Q. Just hold on a second. Could you go 
to the document that dealt with cost, Exhibit 2145, 
please? 


A. Mm-hmm. MI have it. 
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Q. Now, am I correct that the box on the 
left with MNR under is based on the total $31l-million 
and change -- that $31.5-million being spent as set out 
in item No. 1 at the bottom of the page? 

Q. And the one on the right is the same 
$31.5-million being spent? 

A. No. 

Q. How much money is being spent under 
the Coalition's graph on the righthand side? 

A. 80-cents verus 97, or something like 
el g¥e lh Boa 

Q. Okay. 

A. --is the comparison. 

Q. Why are the words GIS at the top, 
what does that signify? 

A. One-time incremental -- or one-time 
cost for getting the basic GIS product that you would 
need to work with. 

Q. And that's on top of the 80-cents? 

AtesYesg atwis: 

Q. Do you have a breakdown of how the 
$31.5-million on the Coalition's side is attributed to 
your specific terms and conditions, and let's make it 
more general than that, at least to the various 


headings or subject matters addressed in your terms and 
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conditions? Do you understand the question? 

For instance, just turn to the Table of 
Contents of the Coalition's terms and conditions. 

There are a number of subject matters here. If we go 
to No. 3 you've got Planning Teams, Advisory 
Committees, Plan Authors, Public Consultation, you have 
got Training under the next one, you've got Technical 
Requirements. 

Have you in any way broken down the 
$31.5-million you're going to take from the Ministry - 
you're basically saying the Ministry shouldn't spent it 
on theirs, they should spent it on yours - but have you 
broken that down to say it's going to cost $5-million 
to do this part of what we're suggesting and $6-million 
to do that, or $200,000 to do that. Have you done that 
sort of an analysis? 

Well, I mean -- Dr. Quinney you're -- 

A. I'm not doing anything here but 
trying to respond to this in a way that it will help 
the Board understand what happened here, all right. 

We calculated a cost based on most of the 
components, and you're going to ask me for more details 
and you're not going to get them because I can't give 
them to you. I can give you the components that went 


into the cost of the information that is necessary in 
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the GIS exercises and tradeoff analysis and all of 
those components that lead us through the planning 
sequence, and that was the equivalent of 70-cents a 
cubic metre, okay. Just let me finish before you jump 
in here. 

And there was an exercise that we went 
through where we looked at the specific costs that I 
had not covered. In the work that we're doing in 
Saskatchewan obviously we're not proposing that monies 
for training, the advisory committees and those items, 
so we did sort of a two-tiered costing, we then added 
an extra cost on to accommodate what those features 
would be. 

Q. I'm sorry, you did what? 

A. We added into the 70 cents an extra 
10-cents a cubic metre to cover all of those other 
types of concerns and costs that would be associated 
with putting together the terms and conditions for the 
Coalition. 

So if you're asking me if this is an 
extremely detailed, itemized costing, I would say no 
it's not, it is what I consider to be based on the 
costs of, let's Say, the more bureaucratic side of this 
thing, the meetings and the training and the manuals 


and those types of things on one side, verus the cost 
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of being able to produce these plans on the other and 
sfep ele) = | 

Q. So do I understand that one part of 
the costing, or the largest part of this costing would 
be the one that you did -- would the largest chunk of 
the money be in, I guess, the items reflected in what 
you did based on the Saskatchewan experience as opposed 
to the part that was added in; i.e., for things like 
training and advisory committees? 

A. I'm saying that -- yes, that's 
COrErect. 

Ou 0ecentsulithinkvactually: 

A. Yes. 

OFS Allarigntamso most of it was from 
Saskatchewan. And when you did that, did you look at 
the terms and conditions. You said you looked at the 
terms and conditions after you did your costing to see 
what you didn't include. 

A. That's not exactly how the process 
went on. 

Q. All right. 

A. What I brought to that process in 
trying to assist the Coalition was the itemized budgets 
that I had prepared for the work we're doing in 


Saskatchewan to complete the environmental impact 
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assessment that is going to be a process that is 
similar to what this one is, okay. 

Q. Right. 

A. And so I had detailed costing for 
that, but it was not itemized in the same sense that 
the steps were for the terms and conditions, so... 

Q. Right. 

A. It was a problem of marrying these 
together into a reasonable sense, and I attempted to 
break it out in that fashion, and in the time that I 
had I didn't feel that I could come to the Board and 
have it broken down in that fashion, and that's 
unfortunate. 

Q. When did you start on that task? 

A. Friday. 

Q. All right. And what you costed 
then -- I mean, if one wanted to be precise, okay-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --to know whether the costs of what 
the Coalition are proposing really are similar -- I 
mean, are correctly reflected by your analysis, the 
degree of similarity between what you're doing in 
Saskatchewan-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 


Q. --and what the Coalition are 
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proposing becomes of paramount importance. 

A. I wouldn't use such a strong word as 
paramount. 

Q. Well, it's important. It's very 
importance; correct? 

A. I'm suggesting -- I could go through, 
if it would help you, to -- I don't feel comfortable 
presenting the budget that I have for the Mistik 
operation on paper, but I could go through and itemize 
the amount of dollars that are being spent in each of 
the categories and activities that are being carried 
out, if that would help you feel more comfortable. 

I do have it here and it would take me 
about 10 Tee ae Leawould > 

Q. And what is it that you're saying I 
might be interested in, the cost of what? 

A. Of the specific activities that we 
are carrying out in Saskatchewan as part of completing 
the assessment which is similar, as we have suggested, 
to the process of the terms and conditions that the 
Coalition are proposing. 

Q. What do you mean when you say 
Similar? 

A. I mean that the planning sequence 


that we have proposed on paper that is presented in 
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terms and conditions -- yes, terms and conditions 10, 
the planning sequence. 

Q. The planning sequence? 

A. And the elements that are involved in 
allowing us to do those things is similar. 

Q. Now cS 

A. Very Similar. 

Q. Well, Mr. Stewart, the steps may 
be -- or the sequence may be similar, but I looked at 
that document, those draft guidelines, and they don't 
have anywhere near the kind of detail. 

A. What draft guidelines? 

Q. The draft guidelines you're using for 
the Mistik, or the NorSask project, they don't have the 
kind of -- are we talking about the wrong project now? 

A. No, no. You're misinterpreting what 
the Department of the Environment asks of a proponent 
in a project. They leave the decision up to the 
proponent to demonstrate that their project should be 
approved. 

Q. Okay. 

A. And how that occurs. That's the 
proponent's decision as to the level of effort they 
wish to go to to meet that law in Saskatchewan, okay. 


Q. The plan that's being prepared for 
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that particular project and for which an EIS is 
required is a 20-year plan? 

A. The 20-year plan is a component of 
the environmental assessement in Saskatchewan, yes. 

Q. The environmental assessment is not 
going to apply to the five-year plan? 

A. The 20-year plan includes the level 
of detail that is comparable to the five-year planning 
process here. 

In the proposal that we're putting forth, 
okay, we will have details that probably even go beyond 
what the terms and conditions -- or what the Coalition 
is proposing. It's not what the Department of the 
Environment is asking for that counts here, it's what 
we are proposing to do and what we have budgeted to 
deliver in terms of a product as part of our commitment 
to the environmental assessment process that I'm 
talking about. 

QO -@@0kay: 

A. The reason this has occurred is 
because the 20-year planning process as used in the 
past by the Government of Saskatchewan, Parks and 
Renewable Resources, has not necessarily satisfied the 
concerns of the public. So that's the event. 


So coming back to the original 
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question -- 

Q. Well, you were going to give me -- I 
mean, I'm hesitating because, you know, if I start 
cross-examining on this thing I'll be here for days. 

A. And it may not be of a lot of value. 

Q. Can you identify for me the items 
that you had to look at which weren't included costs -- 
pardon me, items that vere included in your costs 
based on what you're doing in Saskatchewan? 

A. Are you asking about that 10-cents a 
cubic metre, the items that would be included in there? 
I mean, as it sits -- 

Q. Right, okay. Yeah, I guess that's 
what I'm asking. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Then that would include 
the costs of the advisory committees at the local, 
regional and provincial level. 

Q. All right. You just give me the 
topics first. 

A. Public consultation, for example, the 
open houses and notices. And I do have somewhere some 
notes, but I don't have them right here in front of me. 

etninke tat. Ss lt,) Dut. Olmves,=cie 
training as well. Sorry, quite right. That's -- yeah, 


that 's“sectrons’4. 37) "and" 423.2, -4-5 208 
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Q. All right. Anything else? 

A. I think that covers it off. 

Q. When you say public consultation, 
that's what you've got under 3.4? 


A. Yes. 


63247 


Q. Now, it's 10-cents per cubic metre, 


so that means you must have had a dollar figure that 


you used to come up with that? 
A. Yes. 


Q. So what's the big ballpark number 


for 


those three terms and conditions, just so I don't have 


to do the math. 


A. I have those figures, but I don't 


have them with me, Madam Chair. I've got -- my point 


is, yeah, I do have calculations for each, dollar 
figures for each of these. 

Q. Do you have. 

MR. O'LEARY: We just did a quick 
Calculation and came out to $3-million. 

MRiawEREIDINeIiNS3-million,, okay. *So 

that's 3-million, that's a portion of the $31.5? 

MR. O'LEARY: Yeah. 

MR. FREIDIN: Okay. 

Q. That's one eighth of 31.5? 


MR. STEWART: A. That's what it adds 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


up 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63248 


cr ex (Freidin) 


to based on this analysis. 

Q. Now, when you did your analysis did 
you do it with these terms and conditions beside you 
saying: Yeah, we're doing this and we're going to do 
that, and all this detail and say, okay. Did you go 
through an analysis to make sure that every requirement 
that's set out in these terms and conditions, that 
you're doing exactly the same thing and I'm not talking 
about the sequence-- 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. --I'm talking about the requirements 
as described. 

A. I believe that we achieved that, yes, 
that's what we were working at. We had a sequence of 
everything there and we believed we had covered 
everything off. 

Q. Did you go through every term and 
condition like I suggested to make sure, or did you 
just look at the sequence in 5 and say: Yeah, we're 
dealing with habitat supply analysis, yeah, we're going 
to put quantitative objectives for recreation and, 
yeah, we're going to do that. 

I mean, what kind of rigor went into 
this? I mean, you started on Friday and I would be 


Surprised if it would be very much of a rigorous 
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analysis if you started this on Friday, but I want to 
get some sense. 

MR. O'LEARY: In seven days. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. I want to know how 
rigorously you approached this? 

MR. STEWART: A. It waS more rigorous 
than what the time that we spent here would indicate 
because we have been going through this process of 
budgeting on the Saskatchewan project for quite some 
months to attempt to achieve the objectives that we 
have there. 

Now, the best that I could do in the 
process is bring that to this one, and from what I have 
understood about the terms and conditions and the times 
that I have gone through them that, yes, this level of 
effort applied to a similar land base in Ontario would 
produce the kind of product that the Coalition is 
looking for. 

Whatelpdonutii=—-whatere don “tibelieve: in 
all tof, thiaspasithatertiwiliccost) that moe nwand I made 
that point to the Board the other day that there are 
existing resources within the Ministry of Natural 
Resources that I don't fully understand, when I looked 
at the type of staff that were at the district level 


and the regional level, the type of resources that the 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


fhe: 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63250 
cr ex (Freidin) 


Ministry already has in place, that a lot of these 
tasks and activities could be carried out as part of 
the existing structure, that there wouldn't be all 
these incremental costs, but I was unprepared to -- 
with my experience here, I was unprepared to bring that 
to bear on this process and say: Yeah, it's going to 
cost you 30-cents a cubic metre because I'm not 
familiar enough with all the resources that are in the 
Ministry. 

But it will be lower than what I've 
indicated here if you can use some of the existing 


resources available in terms of people, equipment, et 


cetera. 

| Q. Okay. Dr. Quinney, what 
particular -- what has dropped from MNR's package of 
terms and conditions -- what I'm getting at is, have 


you given any thought to do what you're saying, is 
there -- is there a thing that the Ministry is 
proposing that sort of dropped off the table, in 
addition to the provincial level effectiveness 
monitoring under the 30 -- you know. 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Do you mean in terms of 
a reallocation, is what you're asking and, yes, we've 
certainly recommended, for example, from the provincial 


effects/effectiveness monitoring that some of that 
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money be, that money be reallocated. 

Q. All right. And have you taken the 
money from those programs and you're -- 

MR. FREIDIN: Well, without the 
documents, Madam Chair, it's almost impossible. 

MR. STEWART: Would it help you -- 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. Dr. Quinney, can you 
give us dollar estimates which were used as the basis 
for Table 1 which is at Tab No. 4 of your witness 
statement? 

DRUSQUINNEY 3 ¥@AS yTomdouthose::=—*Table 1, 
for example, I used evidence that MNR has submitted 
with reference to the costs of their draft terms and 
conditions. For example, the evidence they presented 
in Panel 16 and additional cost estimates of your new 
terms and conditions, or additional costs of terms and 
conditions from prior drafts of your terms and 
conditions. 

Q. So like you say we're at zero -- let 
me get this straight again, if it's zero that means no 
additional money -- your proposal wouldn't add any more 
to the cost than what the Ministry would have spent, in 
fact, even with their terms and conditions; is that 
what it means? 


A. That's right, and that is explained 
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in my witness statement. 

MR. O'LEARY: It also says it right at 
the bottom of the table. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. All right. So you've 
got an advisory committee and it's going to go up, 
manpower is going to go up. That means the dollars are 
going to go up? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. Manually. 

Q. Where do you have how many dollars -- 
how much of the $31.5-million as a result of manpower 
going up -- the items which go up, how much of the 
dollars for the items which you say are going to go 
down. Would you agree that it's absolutely impossible 
for anybody to really figure out and analyse whether 
there's any legitimate basis for this unless they've 
got the numbers? 

I mean, I hate to say it, but you're the 
one that keeps talking about quantitative, traceable, 
replicable process and this is about as far from that 
as you can get. I don't know what you're talking 
about? 

A. Well, what we have done -- 

Q. Is it quantitative? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Is it replicable? 
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A. Yes. 

Q. Oh. That means if you gave it to 
anybody they could come up with the same results? 

A. Mr. Stewart provided somebody else, 
Mr. Stewart and I provided somebody else with the 
criteria, elements that we were working with, yes, they 
would come up with a very similar conclusion to what 
we've shown Here. 

Q. So it's not a subjective analysis and 
this is an objective analysis? 

A. We believe so, based on the best 
information we had from MNR. 

MR. STEWART: A. I could go through in 
detail. 

Q. We haven't got time to go through in 
detail. 

MR. O'LEARY: We will take the time if 
it's so important, Mr. Freidin, subject of course to 
Mr. Martel's flight. 

MR. MARTEL: We can come back on Monday. 
I'll be here Monday. 

MR. O'LEARY: I'm not leaving town. 

MR. STEWART: I'm leaving town. 

MR. O'LEARY: We will bring you back. 

MR 


. MARTEL: That is why the Board asked 
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the question when we were doing the scoping. I read 
this and I couldn't figure out how it was arrived at. 
That's why I asked the question the other day, how many 
economists are you talking about adding? 

I don't see any economists on MNR'sS 
planning team now. Now, I don't know how many 
economists you think you might need across the 
province, but you have them in your terms and 
conditions. Is it one for every 10 units and you can 
move them around for every plan, but that in itself, 
what's an economist cost per annum. 

And you're looking at -- let's say, we 
took one economist for 10 units, because it takes -- we 
do a plan every five years and it just rotates, we're 
doing about 20 a year. How much are we talking about 
just for economists alone, and they don't come cheap, 
maybe not as expensive as lawyers, but they don't come 
cheaply. 

Now, how is that figured in there? I 
couldn't figure it out. 

MR. STEWART: Yeah, I can appreciate 
that. In our assessment here that was included in that 
number, we have subcontracted for the purposes of 
economic analysis $70,000. 


MR. MARTEL: A year. 
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MR. STEWART: Over the production of this 
initial plan. That's two years that will happen, we 
have subcontracted $70,000 for the cost. 

MADAM CHAIR: In Saskatchewan. 

MR. STEWART: In Saskatchewan. 

MR. MARTEL: Yes, but don't forget, when 
you're calculating that you've got how many plans going 
on annually in Ontario Mr. Stewart. 

MR. STEWART: Well, we were basing it on 
a cost per cubic metre and -- 

MR. MARTEL: Yes, but you see your figure 
shows just short term maybe, but are we going to drop 
the economist from the terms and conditions after the 
first run. After the first plan, do we get rid of 
them. 

We're talking about how many economists 
hired by contract. Somebody tell me what it means, and 
it goes through each one of them, that's why we 
selected I think the planning team, because it has a 
plus and then everything else is a zero, hardware, 
software, data, documentation. 

You know, I just don't know how -- but 
that's why we raised it in our own questioning 
because -- 


MR. STEWART: And I believe it's an 
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essential component to making a decision to know what 
these would cost, and I would suggest that one would 
take a district with FMUs, do a pilot, look at existing 
staff, look at what their current duties are, how they 
could be re-employed, what percentage -- 

MR. MARTEL: They don't have economists 
now. 

MR. STEWART: No, that may be an add on 
to the system completely that one would have to account 
for. 

- MARTEL: How many? 

- STEWART: Yes. 

- MARTEL: We don't know how many. 
. STEWART: Right. And that -- 

MR. O'LEARY: Mr. Martel, maybe this is 
another area where we should respond with more a 
detailed analysis, and maybe that's an area, in 
Fairness to Mr. Freidin, that he would need to 
cross-examine someon again, if there was an hour or two 
at some point in the future, we could provide that 
and -- 

MR. MARTEL: See, if you get the 
planning -- I asked the question this morning -- I 
asked yesterday very definitely about the annual work 


schedule because it's a year long. I think the 
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Ministry's proposal is four months. 

Well, surely the planning time becomes 
more costly if it takes 12 months as opposed to four 
months, but how do you put a zero down? 

MR. O'LEARY: But then Mr. Stewart did 
indicate today that some of that, including the period 
of the studies that are done during the May to 
September portion, could be done a year in advance SO 
ingcacte-— 

MR. MARTEL: But wait a minute. My 
understanding is that if you do an annual work schedule 
you haven't determined the precise area to be done the 
year in advance, that's part of the process to do it, 
as you get nearer to the date you're going to actually 
implement the work schedule, how can you go out and 
walk the particular area when you don't know what it is 
until you've decided what you're going to do, if that 
makes any sense. 

MADAM CHAIR: Mr. Freidin, would it be of 
any help at all to have any more written information on 
this. Presumably you're going to address it in reply 
Or you are going to deal with it in whatever way you 
choose. 

MR. FREIDIN: I am content to move on and 


just deal with it based on this. I think I should just 
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move on. 

MADAM CHAIR: All right. 

MR. O'LEARY: Madam Chair, with respect, 
his comment a moment ago me the record was that there 
isn't enough time, he thinks it's important and he 
wants to deal with it, and are you saying now that it's 
not important and you don't want to deal with it? 

MR. FREIDIN: I'm saying I'm satisfied to 
move on to another area and I don't need any further 
information. 

MR. O'LEARY: And then the second point, 
Madam Chair, is if we can be of any assistance to the 
Board and to Mr. Martel's concerns, I would like to 
make our best efforts in that regard. 

MADAM CHAIR: If we want any more 
information, we'll be in touch with the Coalition. 

MR. FREIDIN. Q. Could you turn to the 
Red Lake Plan -- the exhibit on the Red Lake Plan, Mr. 
Stewart. 

MR. STEWART: A. That's the small one 
that was -- 

Q. Well, yeah, the small one, 2131. 

A.teThere itsiss 

Q. Now, I'm just wondering, you said 


when you gave the evidence on this plan that one of the 
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things that you were looking for was the state of the 
forest based on past operations; is that correct? 

That was the first thing you said you 
were looking for, state of the forest based on past 
operations. 

A. Clearly document the state of the 
forest. 

Q. Clearly document the state of the 
forest based on past operations. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Oc) Ald raght<e =Andjyoutsaid™ that, I've 
got you down here, we wouldn't say that this particular 
item, amongst a number of others, was adequately 
addressed in the plan. 

A. I said it wasn't adequately presented 
so that I could easily find it. 

Q. Oh. Was it in the plan though? 

A. There was substantial information in 
the plan that would be allowing one to understand what 
the state of the forest was, yes. 

Q. Right. And the influence of past 
operations on that, that was also in the plan; is that 
correct? 

A. There was information related to 


that, but you must appreciate I made it clear that I 
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had spent a few hours looking at it and I did not 
pretend that there wasn't a tremendous amount of 
information in there, I suggested there was, it was not 
presented in a fashion that was readily usable. 

Q. Okay. Well, that shortens my 
questions considerably. Just one question then. You 
talked about the change in the volume per hectare from 
a 147 to 149, or 145 to 147? 

A. 144 to 147. 

Q. Page 191. Do you have page 191 in 
the exhibit? 

A. Yes, I do. 

Q. And it's on that page 191 where you 
find that the forecasted yield - this is the forecasted 
yield for the plan Bue 147.1 cubic metres per 
hectare. 

A. Mm-hmm. 

Q. And that was two or three hectares -- 
pardon me, cubic metres higher than what had actually 
been harvested in the previous five years; am I right? 

A. Right. 

Q. Let's read together what it says. 
Right underneath the forecasted yield it says: 

"The total forecasted yield is 


approximately equal to the actual yield 
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recovered during 1986-1991. This is a 

result of extensive operational cruising. 

47 per cent of allocated stands were 

sampled by either preharvest assessment 

or standard operational cruise." 

Now, it seems to me that those words in 
themselves say we did some operational cruising which 
they felt was extensive and that's how we calculated 
147.1 cubic metres. There's your answer. 

A. I accept that answer. On the 
previous page 24, the forecasted projected yield on the 
1986-91 plan was 136 cubic metres, the actual was 
144.2. 

Q. Okay. 

A. If I'm reading that correctly. 

O.seveah;ztalleright. 

A. I would like to suggest I may have 
made an error or two in my assessment when I went 
through and I'm not retracting my statement right now, 
but this is an area of discrepancy. 

Q. Okay. And the last thing, you made a 
calculation of the three cubic metres, like, the 
difference that meant based on a 10,000-hectare harvest 
over five years, you came up with 550,000 cubic metres, 


okay, that was the number that you gave in evidence. 
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As Yes. 

Q. I'm not very good on numbers, but I 
will ask somebody to do some number crunching for me 
and they came out to 30,000 cubic metres. 10,000 
hectares at 3 cubic metres per hectare is 30,000 cubic 
metres. That's not even a number crunch; is it? 

A. I based it on the productive land 
base. 

Oe 2iOhe ta lisinrght, 

A. Okay. And I think there was 
approximately 200,000 hectares in productive forested 
area, 187,000. 

Q. So bringing this down to ground, just 
assuming for the moment there was an error in the 
prediction of three cubic metres, the error would 
manifest itself for that five-year period by -- it will 
be 30,000 cubic metres for the five-year period? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. 

A. I wasn't intending to leave the 
impression that this was a catastrophy on the -- 

Q. And the CP mill in Thunder Bay, can 
you confirm for me that in fact it produces about a 
million cords a year? 


Aral rcanit: 
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Q. Pardon me -- 30,000 cubic metres is 


about what, 12,000 cords? 


A. I would have to do a conversion. 


There's no point. 


Q. It doesn't matter. 


MADAM CHAIR: 
Freidin? 

MR. FREIDIN: 
for Mr. Dickson. 

MADAM CHAIR: 
left. 
Mr. O'Leary? 
and a half minutes. 


MR. O'LEARY: 


Are you finished, Mr. 


I've got a few questions 


We've got four minutes 


How long are you going to be in re-examination, 


The Board is suggesting that it be three 


With minimal interruption, 


Madam Chair, I only have a couple of questions. 


Proceed with that proviso, 
minutes. 

MADAM CHAIR: 
Freidin? 


MR. FREIDIN: 


Dickson some questions first. 


Dickson some questions. 
MADAM CHAIR: 
finished at four o'clock. 


waiting. 


that can be done in several 


Any objections, Mr. 


Well, if I can ask Mr. 


I have to ask Mr. 


Well, we're not going to be 


Mr. Martel has a cab 
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MR. MARTEL: 4:15. 

MR. FREIDIN: I mean, I'm only going to 
be maybe 10 minutes. 

MR. DICKSON: We've heard that before. 

MR. FREIDIN: Madam Chair, I am going 
touc= 

MADAM CHAIR: Do you have a final 
question to put to Mr. Dickson? 

MR. FREIDIN: A couple of questions, 
three quick questions. 

Q. Mr. Dickson, you know, all that talk 
in Exhibit 2136 which was the access plan review went 
on and on about Penassi Road and linkages. 

MR. DICKSON: A. Yes. 

Q. And everybody was concerned about the 
linkages. Can you confirm for me that, in fact, the 
way that was resolved, that concern, that there was a 
forest access roads committee set up to address that 
particular problem? 

A. It wasn't quite that simple. My 
understanding of the solution to that linkage was that 
because there were three different districts involved 
and two or three different companies involved, Great 
Lakes and Boise, that the MTR consultant requested that 


this study take place and she involved the MNR, the 
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OFAH people, people from the industry and then they 
commissioned this plan that prevented, as I understand, 
the linkage from taking place and, therefore, saved 
some very important values for several operators. 
That's my basic understanding of it. 

Q. The end result was that none of the 
Jank=upse== none of the link-ups are going ahead and no 
link-ups are going to go ahead without the advisory 
committee being reconvened? 

A. Apparently linkages didn't go ahead 
but there was opposition from Boise at the time, as I 
understand it, so... 

Q. But the decision, the decision which 
has been made by the Ministry as a peer Sfathis 
committee -- 

A. That would be fair to say, yes, as I 
understanding it. As far as going ahead in the future, 
Five or six years from now, history hasn't always been 
kind to us in keeping those kind of promises, and I 
hope, you know, in this case that is the case. 


Q. I've got a letter in front of me 


dated January the llth, 1991 from Mr. Pyzer to the 


members of that access committee, might as well show it 
to you and file it as an exhibit. 


And it indicates that, in fact, the 
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committee would, in fact, be advised if there was going 
to be any reconvening, any linkages being proposed. 
(handed) 

MADAM CHAIR: Exhibit 2154. 

---EXHIBIT NO. 2154: Letter dated January 11, 1991 
from Gord Pyzer (MNR) to Roads 
Access Committee. 

MR. FREIDIN: Q. And the paragraph 
basically which indicates that, the second paragraph, 
second line: 

"Firstly, I have decided not to approve 

any linkage of the Maybrun and Barren 

Brook Roads for the purpose of accessing 

wood supplies east of Atikwa Lake." 

And it also indicates in the fourth 
paragraph, second line: 

"I can assure you that if road linkage 

proposals for this area are proposed in 

the future, your organization will be 
fully involved in their review and will 
assess the need to reconvene the 
committee." 

MR. DICKSON: A. And that's very 
encouraging. 

Q. Yeah. © Okay. 


A. However -- 
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Q. There were some fairly senior -- 
yeah, okay. The Happy Landing Lodge, which is also 
part of Exhibit 2138, I went through there and I was 
asking myself, when did all of this happen, this road 
being put in, and it was my understanding based on what 
I read, although it's not there in clear words, this 
this was something that happened in the early 1980s, 
this particular road that they talk about? 

A. Yeah. Again, this was brought forth 
to give an overall picture of what happened before, 
what we don't want to happen again. 

Q. Right. 

A. And there are other reasons for that, 
the fact that many of the businesses had been resold, 
Okay. 

Q. That's the right time frame. 

Aveplhats? rights 

Q. And I understand from your evidence, 
just sort of sitting back and listening to it, you said 
that, you know, you're encouraged by the local citizens 
committee; is that right? 

A. 'That"’s true. 

Q. You're encouraged by looking at 
what's going on in other districts where you've seen -- 


I think you said that MNR are undertaking some neat 
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initiatives, I think you said, which seemed to be 
working; is that correct? 

A. Correct. 

Q. And those were in relation to road 
Matters primarily? 

A. Right. 

QO. fAndieites stair sto fsayetnatiea slov of 
the fear that's out there about viability of the 
businesses as a result of past practices and -- but 
that there are some encouraging signals as to where 
things are going based on the sorts of things you've 


talked about? 


63268 


A. It's fair to say that there is a much 


higher degree of encouragement. It's also got to be 


noted that NOTOA did contact 100 and somewhat operators 


recently and that there is a fear amongst some of the 


industry that this great encouragement is taking place 


because of this process and might not continue. I have 


Cog 

Q. Sure. 

A. And we hope that there's an 
enforceable, some kind of enforceable measure 
introduced, then we wouldn't have a fear, but that's 


another... 


There's a lot of damage been done that is 
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irreversible. 

Q. By the way, if a tourist operator 
Sits down with the Ministry people and the company and 
they jointly come up with an agreement as to what they 
think a good prescription is for a road location, for 
example, to protect your operation doesn't work-- 

A. Right. 

Q. --something -- you just altogether 
jointly made the wrong decision, should there be 
compensation? 

A. Absolutely. I would say so, yes, 
case to case, you know. I mean, it's happened where 
compensation probably should have been awarded in some 
form and wasn't. 

Q. Okay. And if the local citizens 
committee, in fact, is the group whose recommendation 
was accepted in terms of the prescription and it 
doesn't work and there are adverse economic impacts for 
your business, is the local citizens committee 
accountable now and they should somehow compensate? 

A. I would say the people involved or 
the ones that inflicted the damage; i.e., a road gets 
placed that wasn't supposed to get placed, a Spawning 
area gets damaged, or some indirect access that takes 


place that wasn't anticipated. 
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Q. You're talking about something which 
is contrary to the plan? 

A. I'm talking about something that 
happens that the committee -- the committees involved 
didn't foresee or didn't plan for. And that happens 
quite often. We had sat down -- 

Q. All right, sorry. 

A. I've personally sat down with MNR on 
issues, I have a file of the Sedgewick Lake Road, I 
won't -- that thick, with letter's going back several 
years with Mr. Tool, et cetera, that didn't work, and 
we were left holding the bag. 

So that's unfortunate and I'm not a 
lawyer, I do know what it's like to get, you know, hurt 
because of that, and nobody seems to come forth. The 
MNR took the initiative to say: Look it, we're the 
keeper of the forest, it's our estate, this is a high 
recognized value, long-term -- you know, planned 
long-term as a whole, protect these values and in the 
event they're not protected because of fiber extraction 
and those values take a higher priority than ours, then 
yes, maybe it's Boise, maybe it's the world, I don't 
know. 

Q. You've had the last word. 


Thank you very much, gentlemen. Mr. 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


Dickson, Stewart,Quinney 63271 


cr ex (Freidin) 


O'Leary. 

MR. O'LEARY: May I have a minute and a 
half, I think, if I take you to Tab 4 of the witness 
statement. 

I've thrown everything out to make sure 
Mr. Martel catches his plane. 

RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. O'LEARY: 

Q. This flows out predominantly of the 
cross-examination by Ms. Swenarchuk and we've gotten 
back to this table under Tab 4 of the witness statement 
a couple of times. 

And if I can move it along a little 
quickly, you will recall that in response to a question 
about term and condition 177, which is the fish habitat 
guidelines and the environment for cumulative water 
impact, MS. Swenarchuk made reference to effects 
monitoring 4.2.2. 

The lefthand column, in fact, refers 
directly to the terms and conditions. You'll see that 
what she should have been referring to was Section 5.6 
of the terms and conditions which is Section 177. 

Ifsvyousrolilowsdown on Table 4 -—- I'm 
SOrry, Tab 4, to 5.6 you'll see provincial guidelines 
for non-timber values, and rather than her suggestion 


that there's an inconsistency in respect of software, 


Farr & Associates Reporting, Inc. 


24 


25 


Dickson, Stewart ,Quinney 
re dr (O'Leary) 


there's a plus sign. 

And can I ask you, Dr. Quinney, do you 
agree that I've just read the table correctly? 

DR. QUINNEY: A. You have interpreted 


the table correctly. 


Q. All right. And where there is a plus 


sign, can you explain again what do you mean by the 


plus sign, it's relative to what? 


A. It's relative to immediate short-term 


implementation, it's relative the long term and it's 
relative to MNR's proposals. 
Q. Allright. And in respect of Dr. 

Kubursi's evidence that he had provided an economic 
impact assessment model to the MTR and I believe also 
to the MNR, that if that model was usable then there 
would be no inconsistency in terms of the evidence in 
respect of the fact that no additional software would 


be required under heading 5.5, socio-economic 


assessment? 

A. Correct. 

Q. As well as added manpower? 

A. That would be correct. 

MR. FREIDIN: I'm being really nice to 
you now. 


MR. O'LEARY: Well, anyway, you left me 
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so much time. 

Madam deen: GREE are my questions in 
re-examination. I appreciate the opportunity to be 
here for the last eight weeks. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you, Mr. O'Leary. 
The Board Bporenintes the fact that you have expedited 
the examination-in-chief of a large and significant 
case, and we appreciate that. Thank you very much. 

And, gentlemen, thank you very much for 
coming from Atikokan and Saskatchewan and downtown 
Peterborough-- 

MR. DICKSON: Thank you. 

MADAM CHAIR: --to be with us, and we 
very much appreciate all the work you've put into this. 
Thank you. 

MR. FREIDIN: By the way, we have to mark 
that as an exhibit, put the number on it. 

MADAM CHAIR: We gave it a number, Mr. 
Freidin. 

MR. FREIDIN: I will put the number on 
1a By 

MADAM CHAIR: 2153. 

MR. FREIDIN: Thank you. 

MADAM CHAIR: Thank you very much. 


MR. DICKSON: Thank you. 
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---Whereupon the hearing was adjourned at 4:05 p.m, to 
be reconvened on Tuesday, March 10th, 1992 
commencing at 1:30 p.m. 


BD [C. copyright 1985]. 
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